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Codification  Guide 

The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  the  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  affected  by 
documents  published  in  today's  issue.  A  cumulattve  list  of  parts  affected,  covering  the  current  month  to  date, 
appears  at  the  end  of  each  issue  beginning  with  the  second  issue  of  the  month. 
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987- . 11599  1003 . 11591 
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14  CFR 

71  [New] _ 

75  [New] _ 

97  [New] _ 

399 _ 

507  (2  documents) 
Proposed  Rules: 
151  [New] _ 


This  pamphlet  contains  typical  logal  rofer- 
•nco  situations  which  require  further  citing. 
Official  published  volumes  in  which  the 
citations  may  be  found  are  shown  along* 
side"  each  reference  with  suggestions  as 
to  the  logical  sequeiKe  to  follow  in  using 
them  to  make  the  search.  Additional 
finding  aids,  some  especially  useful  in 
citing  current  material,  also  have  been 
included.  Examples  are  furnished  at  per¬ 
tinent  points  and  a  list  of  reference  titles, 
with  descriptions,  is  carried  at  the  end. 

Price:  10  cents 

Compiled  by:  Office  of  the  Federal  Register, 
National  Archives  and  Records  Service, 
General  Services  Administration 

[Published  by  the  Committee  on  'the 
Judiciary,  House  of  Representatives! 

Order  from:  Superintendent  of  Documents, 
Government  Printing  Office,  Washington, 
D.Cw  20402 
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Riiles  and  Regulations 


Title  17— COMMODITY  AND 
SECURniES  EXCHAN6ES 

Chapter  II — Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission 

part  200— ORGANIZATION;  CON¬ 
DUCT  AND  ETHICS;  AND  INFOR¬ 
MATION  AND  REQUESTS 

Heodquarters  Office;  Regional  Office 
Relationship 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Registsr,  paragraph  (b)  of 
1200.11  is  amended  as  set  forth  below: 

1 200.11  Headquarters  Office — Regional 
Office  relatiunsl&ip. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Regional  Administrators  of  the 
Commission. 

0  *  0  0  0 

Region  7:  California,  Nevada,  Arizona, 
Bawaii,  Guam.  Begloiial  Administrator,  Box 
M043.  450  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  San  Ran- 
dsoo,  California,  94102. 

•  •  •  • 

(Secs.  19,  23,  48  Stat.  85,  901,  as  amended, 
tec.  30.  49  Stat.  883,  sec.  319,  63  Stat.  1173, 
sees.  88.  211,  54  Stat.  841.  865;  15  UB.C.  77s. 
78v.  77888,  79t,  80a-87.  80b-ll) 

[SIAL]  NKLLTX  a.  THOBSEN, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

August  6, 1904. 

IFA.  Doc.  64-8153;  FUed,’  Aug.  12.  1964; 
8:46  ajn.] 

Title  50— WILDLIFE  AND 
FISHERIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries 
and  Wildlife,  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Department  of  the  Interior 

SUBGIAPTEI  C— THE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE 
REFUGE  SYSTEM 

PART  32— HUNTING 

Ouray  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Utah 

On  page  9339  of  the  Federal  Register 
of  July  8, 1964,  there  was  published  a  no¬ 
tice  of  a  proposed  amendment  to  §9  32.21 
and  32.31  of  Title  50.  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations.  The  purpose  of  th<« 
amendment  is  to  provide  public  hunting 
m  big  game  and  upland  game  on  the 
Ouray  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Utah, 
as  legislatively  permitted. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
m  which  to  submit  written*  coniments, 
^gestions  or  objections  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  amendment.  No  com¬ 
ments,  suggestions  or  objections  have 


been  received.  The  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  is  hereby  adopted  without  change. 

Since  this  amendment  benefits  the 
public  by  relieving  existing  restrictions 
on  hunting,  it  shall  become  effective 
upon  publication  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  (sec.  10,  45  Stat.  1224;  16  UJS.C.  715i 
and  sec.  4,  48  Stat.  451,  as  amended,  16 
U5.C.718d). 

1.  Section  32.21  is  amended  by  the  ad¬ 
dition  of  the  following  area  as  one  where 
hunting  of  upland  game  is  authorized: 

§  31J21  List  of  open  areas;  upland 
game. 

•  *  •  *  • 

Utah 

Ouray  National  WUdllfe  Refuge. 

2.  Section  32.31  is  amended  by  the  ad¬ 
dition  of  the  following  area  as  one  where 
hunting  of  big  game  is  authorized: 

§  32.31  list  of  open  areas;  big  game. 

•  •  •  '  •  • 

Utah 

Ouray  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

Stewart  L.  Udall, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

August  7, 1964. 

[FH.  Doc.  64-8166;  Filed.  Aug.  12.  1964; 
8:47  ajqa.) 


Title  14-AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

SUBCHAPTER  E— AIRSPACE  INEWl 
(Airspace  Docket  NO.  63-CB-65] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW] 
Alteration  of  Control  Zone;  Correction 

On  July  23.  1964,  FJL  Doc.  64-7299 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
(29  FJL  9892)  and  amended.  In  ixirt, 
the  Houghton.  Mich.,  control  zone.  In 
the  description  of  the  control  zone  as 
amended,  the  coordinates  of  the  Hough¬ 
ton  Sands  Airport  were  erroneous. 
Action  is  taken  herein  to  correct  this 
error. 

Since  this  corrective  action  is  editorial 
4ii  nature  and  imposes  no  additional 
burden  on  any  person,  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  unnecessary,  and 
the  effective  date  of  the  final  rule  as 
Initially  adopted  is  retained. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  ef¬ 
fective  immediately.  FR.  Doc.  64-7299 
(29  F.R.  9892)  is  altered  as  foUows:  The 
Houghton,  Mich.,  control  zone  is 
amended  by  deleting  “Houghton  Sands 


Airport  (latitude  41*06'40''  N.;  longi¬ 
tude  88*31'20''  W.).”  and  substituting 
therefor  “Houghton  Sands  Airport  (lati¬ 
tude  47*06'40"  N.;  longitude  88*31'20" 
W.).“ 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958; 
49  UB.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  6. 1964. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

(FJt.  Doc.  84-8148;  FUed.  Aug.  12.  1964; 
8:45  ajn.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-WA-7] 

PART  75— ESTABLISHMENT  OF  JET 
ROUTES  [NEW] 

Alteration 

On  March  7, 1964,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (29  FR.  3164)  stating  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  (FAA)  proposed 
realignment  of  jet  route  No.  89  as  follows: 
From  the  Atlanta,  Oa.,  VORTAC  via  the 
CrossvUle,  Tenn.,  VORTAC;  the  Louis¬ 
ville.  Ky.,  VORTAC;  the  Lafayette,  Ind., 
VORTAC;  to  the  Northbrook,  HI., 
VORTAC. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  comments. 
All  comments  received  were  favorable. 

Since  publication  of  the  notice,  it  has 
been  determined  that  the  Crossville 
VORTAC  is  not  required  in  the  stracture 
of  J-89  between  Atlanta  and  Louisville. 
Flight  check  has  revealed  that  the  mini¬ 
mum  reception  altitude  between  Atlanta 
and  Louisville  is  18,000  feet  IdSL. 
Therefore,  no  action  is  taken  herein  to 
alter  this  segment.  This  will  result  in 
fewer  reporting  points,  less  communica¬ 
tions  requirements  and  better  air  traffic 
service. 

Therefore,  for  the  reasons  stated 
herein  and  in  the  notice,  the  following 
action  is  taken: 

In  9  75.100  (29  FH.  1287)  Jet  Route 
No.  89  is  amended  as  follows:  In  the  text 
“INT  of  Louisville  334*  and  the  North¬ 
brook,  HI.,  159*  radials”  is  deleted  and 
“Lafayette,  Ind.;**  is  substituted  there¬ 
for. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  0001  ejB.t.,  September  17,  1964. 

(Sec.  807(a).  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1968; 
49  UJ8.C.  1848) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
6. 1964. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  l^ocedures  Division. 

[FJt.  Doc.  64-8149;  FUed.  Aug.  12.  1964; 

8:45  ajn.] 
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SUBCHArm  F— AIR  TRAFFIC  AND  GENERAL  OPERATING  RULES  [NEW] 

[Beg.  Docket  No.  8091;  Arndt.  886] 

PART  97— STANDARD  INSTRUMENT  APPROACH  PROCEDURES  [NEWl 
Miscellaneous  Amendments 

Hie  amendments  to  the  standard  instrument  approach  procedures  contained  herein  are  adopted  to  become  effective 
when  indicated  in  order  to  promote  safety.  The  amended  procedures  supersede  the  existing  procedures  of  the  same  classifi¬ 
cation  now  in  effect  for  the  airports  specifled  therein.  For  the  convenience  of  ttie  users,  the  complete  procedure  is  republished 
in  this  amendment  indicatixig  the  changes  to  the  existing  procedures.' 

As  a  situation  exists  which  demands  immediate  action  in  the  interests  of  safety  in  air  commerce,  I  find  that  compliance 
with  the  notice  and  procedure  provisions  of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  is  impracticable  and  that  good  cause  exists  for 
making  t.hlK  amendment  effective  within  less  than  30  days  from  publication. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  and  pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator  (24  FH.  5662) .  Part  97  [New] 
(14  CFR  Part  97  [New!)  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  By  amending  the  following  low  or  medium  frequency  range  procedures  prescribed  in  §  97.11(a)  to  read: 

liFB  Standard  Instrdmint  Approach  Procbdurb 

BeariogB,  beadlngii,  ooiirses  and  radiate  are  magnetic.  Etovations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Dtotanoes  are  in  nautical 
miuw  unless  otberwtee  indicated,  except  vtoibilittes  vrhidb  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  ot  tbe  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  diflerent  procedure  for  sudi  airport  authorised  by  tbe  Administrator  of  tbe  Federal  Aviatloo  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
shall  be  ma%  over  specifled  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  tbe  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Transition 

Celling  and  visibility  mlnimnma 

From— 

To— 

Course  and 
distance 

mnlirinm 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-englne  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
66  knots 

66  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
66  knots 

Augusta  VOR _ 

AU-LFR _ A _ 

Direct _ 

2100 

T-d _ 

400-1 

600-1 

600-1 

600-lH 

800-2 

400-1 

600-1 

600-114 

600-IH 

800-2 

T-n° _ 

C-d _ 

Chi* _ 

A-dn* _ 

Procedure  turn#  8  side  of  crs,  228*  Outbnd,  046*  Inbnd,  2100'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  fEtcllity  on  final  apiwoach  cn,  1600'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  060*— 1.8  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorised  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  1.8  miles  after  passing  AU  LFR,  make  left  climbing 
turn  to  2100\  return  to  AU  Bng.  Hold  8W,  046*  Inbnd,  l-minute,  right  turns. 

Non:  lliis  procedure  not  approved  for  ADF  approach. 

*AiR  Carrier  Non:  Nteht  operations  restricted  to  Runway  17-36. 

IFlnal  approach  from  a  holding  pattern  at  AU  LFR  not  authorised.  Procedure  turn  required.  MSA:  N  Quadrant,  4600';  E  Quadrant,  2300';  8  Quadrant,  1600';  W  Quad¬ 
rant  4200'. 

City,  Augusta;  State,  Maine;  Airport  Name,  Augusta  State;  Elev.,  367';  Fac.  Class.,  BMRLZ;  Ident.,  AU;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  7;  Elf.  Date,  16  Aug.  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  6; 

Dated,  6  Aug.  61 

2.  By  amending  the  following  automatic  direc^n  finding  procedures  prescribed  in  $  97.11(b)  to  read: 

ADF  Standard  Inrtrumrnt  Approach  Procidurr 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radiate  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
miles  unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  tbe  above  type  is  conducted  at  tbe  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  tbe  following  instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  dillereDt  ivooedure  for  such  lUrport  authorised  by  tbe  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
shall  be  mMe  over  specifled  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  tbe  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Transitkm 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minimums 

Prom— 

To— 

Course  and 
distance 

MinlTnnin 

altitude 

(feet) 

.  Condition 

3-englne  or  less 

More  than 
2-6nglne, 
more  than 
66  knots 

66  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
661mots 

Eagle  FM . 

LOM  _ 

DfrecA  _ 

T-dn 

300-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 

300-1 

600-1 

400-1 

800-2 

200-)4, 

60O4H 

4004 

800-2 

nnliM  VOR  _  _ 

LOM  _ 

n-dn 

Petme  Ifit _ _ 

TX)M  (fln&l)  _  _ 

Direct _ 

S-dn-lOBnL.... 
A-dn  .. 

Reynolds  Int _ ..... _ _ _ ... _ 

LOM/-—' _ 

DlreiA _ 

Procedure  turn  8  side  of  crs,  276°  Outbnd,  006°  Inbnd,  4300'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  flnal  approadi  crs,  4000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  alrpm^,  006° — 8A  mlks. 

If  visual  o(mtact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorised  janding  mininimnii  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  3.8  miles  after  passing  LOM,  climb  to  6600'  on  crs  of 
111°  from  Boise  LOM  within  10  miles,  aU  turns  S. 

M  8A:  000°-000°— 10,200';  000°-180^— 8700';  l80°-270°— 8300';  270°-860°— 0600'. 

City,  Boise;  State,  Idaho;  Airport  Name,  Boise  Air  Terminal;  Elev.,  2868';  Fac.  Class.,  LOM;  Ident.,  BO;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  13;  Eff.  Date,  16  Aug.  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  1% 

Dated,  8  Sept.  62 


PROCEDURE  CANCELLED  EFFECTIVE  16  AUQ.  1064  OR  UPON  DECOMMISSIONING  OP  FACILITY. 

City,  Dalhart;  State,  Tex.;  Airport  Nfune,  Municipal;  Elev.,  3080';  Fac.  Class.,  MH;  Ident.,  DHT;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  6;  Eff.  Date,  13  Oct.  62;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  4;  Dated, 

10  Dec.  64 


Thursday,  August  13,  1964 
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FEDERAL  REGfSTER 


ADF  BTAMDABD  iMBTmuMBHT  Appboacb  PBocaDuai — COBtliraed 


Transltloii 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minimnnMi 

Fiot»— 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Cimdition 

2^ngine  or  less 

More  than 
2-englne, 
more  than 
66  knots 

68  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
66  knots 

EQW  RBn  -  _ 

Direet . . 

8200 

T-*i- . 

800-1 

300-1 

20O-V4 

EOWRBn..  _ _ 

Direct _ 

8200 

C-dn*  ... _ 

600-1 

600-1 

EQW  RBn _ i _ 

Direct _ 

8200 

8-dn-36* . 

600-1 

600-1 

EQW  RBn--_  _ 

Direct _ 

8200 

A-dn _  - 

800-2 

800-2 

EQW  RBn _ 

Direet _ 

8200 

flAdAlin  Int  _ _  _  . .  _ 

Direet . 

10,000 

EQW  RBn _  _  — 

Direct _ 

8200 

Radar  vectoring  anthorised  In  accordance  with  improved  patterns. 

Procedure  tom  E  side  of  8  crs,  leo**  Ontbnd,  341r  Inbnd,  8200'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  7400';  over  OM,  6200'. 

Crs  and  distance,  fecility  to  airport,  349*’-^.!  mOes;  OM  to  airport,  349°— ^.0  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landiu  minlmnms  or  if  landing  not  acconmlished  within  9.1  luileB  after  passing  EQW  RBn,  climb  to  7000' 
■1149°  bearing  from  EQW  RBn  within  20  miles  or,  when  directed  by  A'TC,  climb  to  7000'  direct  to  DEN  VOR. 
fLarkspur  Int:  Int  IOC  VOR  R-232  and  169°  bearing  from  EQW  RBn. 

*lf  OM  is  not  received  900-2  mhitmums  i4>ply. 

Citv.  Denver,  State,  Colo.;  Airport  Name,  Stapleton  Airfield;  Elev.,  8331';  Fac.  Class.,  MHW;  Ident.,  EQW;  Procedure  No.  2,  Arndt.  1;  Efl.  Date,  18  Aug.  64;  Sup.  Arndt. 
'  No.  Orlg.;  Dated,  26  Oct.  63 


'Trout  I"t  (final)  -  -  -  --  -  -  -- 

Direet . 

T-dn  _ 

300-1 

800-1 

200-H 

i-it  t.6m  -  -  _  -  -- 

'Trout  Int.'.  .  _ 

Direct _ *  _ 

C-dn  _ 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1^ 

i,/|T  VOR  _  _ 

Trout  Int- 

Direet . . 

600-1 

600-1 

800-1' 

A-dn _ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  vectoring  to  final  approadi  crs  aathwized. 

Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs,  248*  Ontbnd,  068*  Inbnd,  2000'  within  10.0  miles  of  Trout  Int. 

Minimum  altitude  over  'Trout  Int  on  final  approach  crs,  1600'. 

Crs  and  distance.  Trout  Int  to  Runsray  7R-L,  068*— 4.7  miles. 

11  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mtotannina  ot  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  A7  miles  after  crossing  Trout  Int,  is*  1000'  on 
•s  of  068*  no  fruther  E  than  Downey  FMARBn. 

Other  change:  Deletes  transition  from  Malibu  Int  to  Trout  Int.  • 

MSA:  046*-136*— 4600';  136*-226*— 2600';  226*-318*— 4000';  316*-046*— 8200', 

City,  Los  Angeles;  State,  Calif.;  AirpOTt  Name,  Los  Angeles  Intematiimal;  Elev.,  126';  Fao.  Class.,  LMM;  Ident.,  AX;  Procedure  No.  2,  Arndt.  4;  Eff.  Date,  18  Aug.  64;  Sup. 

Arndt.  No.  3;  Dated,  11  Jan  64 

S.  By  amendii^  the  following  very  high  frequency  omnirange  (VOR)  procedures  prescribed  in  §  97.11(c)  to  read: 

YOB  Standard  Instruhrnt  Approach  Procbduri 

Bearings,  heading,  courses  and  radlab  ai'e  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in 
nnifls.s  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  mUes. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure, 
■nlesB  an  approach  Is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
ihill  be  made  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  i^lcular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minimnmB 

From- 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minlmnni 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-englne  or  lees 

More  Rian 
2-engine, 
m<ve  than 
66  knots 

66  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
66  knots 

IAN  VOR _ 

JA  LOM  or  Rnth  Tnt  (final)*......... 

Dtmct 

1300 

T-dn 

800-1 

900.1 

• 

C-d _ 

1000-1 

1000-1 

C-n _ 

1000-2 

1000-2 

1000-2 

S-d-16 . 

1000-1 

1000-1 

1000-1 

S^i-15 . 

1000-2 

1000-2 

1000-2 

A-dn _ _ _ 

1000-2 

1000-2 

1000-2 

u  aircrau  d  equippea  wiui  operaiing  ajjj?  .  marcer 

1  beacon  or  DME  receivers  and  position  over  JA  LOM 

or  Rnth  Int*  is  identified. 

the  following  mlnlnuima 

are  authorised: 

C-dn..  _ 

400-1 

600-1 

80O-1H 

S-dn-16i _ 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

A-dn _ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

R^r  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns.  • 

Ttoe^ure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  831*  Outbnd,  181*  Inbnd,  1900'  within  10  mUes. 

Minimum  altitude  over  frtcility  on  final  approach  crs,  1900';  over  JA  LOM  or  Ruth  Int,  *1300'. 

trs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  161*— 11.7  mfles:  JA  LOM  or  Ruth  Int*  to  airport,  161*— 8A  miles. 

esubllsbed  upon  descent  to  autnorised  landing  minlmums  or  If  landing  not  aoctnnplished  within  11.7  miles  after  passing  JAN  VOR,  turn  right,  climb 
JAN  VOR  R-163  within  20  miles.  ,  ■  i  »  i 

M8A:  000*-090*— 1700';  090*-180*— 1700';  180*-270*— 2900';  270*-360°— 1700'. 

Int:  Int  JAN  VOR  R-181  and  089*  bearing  from  JAN  RBn  or  6.4-mllee  DME  fix  from  JAN  VOR. 
authorized,  except  for  turbojet  aircraft,  with  operative  ALS  and  hig^-intensity  runway  lights. 

Jackson;  State,  Miss.;  Airiwrt  Name,  Allen  C.  Thompson;  Elev.,  Sis';  Fac.  Class,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  JAN;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  3;  Eff.  Date,  16  Aug.  64;  Sup. 

'  Arndt.  No.  2;  Dated,  20  June  64 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


yOB  Btawdakd  Ihstbombmt  Appboacb  Pbocbddbb — Contliiaed 


TfanriMan 


From— 

1  \ 

1  To— 

Course  and 
distance 

’KAinlmiiiii 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-englne  or  leas 

66  knots 
or  leas 

More  than 
66  knots 

PRT-BBn  _ 

VOR _  .  _ 

Direct _  --  -- 

1600 

T-dn _ 

300-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 

800-1 

600-1 

400-1 

800-2 

C-dn  _ 

8-dn-4>i _ 

A-dn 

OeOlng  and  plaibQlty  minimnnia 


More  than 
2-engiiie, 
more  than 
66  knota 


aoo-H 

600-1^ 

400-1 

800-2 


Procedure  turn  N  aide  of  ora,  276*  Outbnd,  OW*  Inbnd,  1600'  witbtn  10  mllea. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approadi  ora,  700'. 

Cra  and  diatanoe,  facility  to  sinport,  006*— 2.8  miles. 

If  viaual  contact  not  eatabliabed  upon  deaoent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  2.8  milee  after  passing  YOB,  climb  to  1600'  on  PBI 
VOR  R-006  within  20  miles  of  VOR.  '  - 

Non:  When  authorized  by  ATC  DME  oibits  may  be  used  from  16  to  6  miles  from  R-181  clockwise  through  R-276  at  2000'  and  from  R-276  clockwise  through  R-368  at 
1600'  to  position  aircraft  for  a  straight-in  approach  wiui  the  elimination  of  the  procedure  turn. 

MSA:  000*-000*— 1700';  080*-180*— 1400';  180®-270“— 2100';  270*-860*— 1400'. 

#400-V4  authorized,  except  for  turbojet  aircraft,  with  operative  ALS  and  high-intensity  runway  lights.  ^ 

City,  West  Palm  Beach;  State,  Fla.;  Airport  Name,  Palm  Beach  International;  Elev.,  lY;  ^ac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  PBI;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt  3;  ES.  Date,  15 
^  Aug.  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  2;  Dated,  26  A^.  64 

4.  By  amending  the  following  terminal  very  high  frequency  omnirange  (TerVOR)  procedures  prescribed  in  S  97.13  to  read: 


Tbbminal  VOR  Standabo  Ihstbcmbnt  Appboacb  Pbocbddbb 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radlals  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSL.  CeiUngs  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
miles  unless  otherwise  mdicated,  except  vtslbiliUes  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  ot  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  fcdlowing  instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  is  ocmducted  in  accordance  with  a  dlllerent  procedure  for  such  airport  authorize  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviatkm  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
shall  be  made  over  specified  routes.  Mhilmum  altitudes  shall  cwrespond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  iw  as  set  forth  below. 


- - -  -  - - - 

Transition 

1  Celling  and  visibility  minimums 

! 

From- 

To- 

Course  and 
distance" 

Aflniimuti 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2«nglne  or  less 

More  than 
2-englne, 
more  than 
66  knots 

66  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
66  knots 

6-ml)e  DME  Fix  R-IM  _ 

AHN  VORTAC  (6nal)  _ 

Direct. 

1200 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-H 

C-dn _ 

600-1 

600-1 

600-iH 

S-dn-2 . . 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 

- 

A-dn . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

LE  fix  received.  Tninimiim 

L  becomes: 

- 

400-1 

400-1 

1  400-1 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  era  103°  Outbnd,  013°  Inbnd,  2300'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  i^iproach  ers,  1300'  (1200'  when  DME  used). 

Crs  and  distance,  breakofl  point  to  ^proach  end  Runway  2,  020°— 0.6  mile. 

If  visual  cental  not  established  up<»i  descent  to  authorued  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  acocsnpbshed  within  0.0  mile  of  AHN  VOR  climb  to  2300'  on  R-062 
within  20  miles. 

Nqtb:  When  authorized  by  ATC,  DME  may  be  used  frtHn  010°  CW  to  330°  within  16  miles  at  2300'  to  position  aircraft  for  stralght-in  approach  with  the  elimination  of 
a  procedure  turn. 

CAxmON:  Tower  1038'  4  miles  W  of  focUity.  ^ 

MSA;  000°-090°— 2000';  080°-180“— 1800';  180°-270°-3000';  270°-360°— 2600'.  ^ 

City,  Athens;  State,  Qa.;  Airport  Name,  Athens  Municipal;  Elev.,  807';  Fae.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  AHN;  Procedure  No.  TerVOR-2,  Arndt.  2;  Eff.  Date,  IS  Aug. 

64;  St^.  Arndt.  No.  1;  Dated,  20  S^t.  62  - 


li-mile  DMF  Fir  R-077 

AHN  VORTAO  (final)  _ 

Direct  . 

1200 

T-dn 

800-1 

300-1 

200-14 

C-dn- . 

600-1 

^1 

600-1)4 

8-dn-27 _ 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 

A-da . 

.  800-2 

800-2 

800-3 

When  6-mlle  DME  fix  received  minimum 

8-dn-27 . — 

400-1 

400-1 

■ 

400-1 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs.,  077°  Outbnd,  267°  Inbnd,  2300'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs^lSOO'  (1200'  when  DME  used). 

Crs  and  distance,  breakoS  point  to  approach  end  of  Knnwav  #27,  267*— 0.4  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  estabushed  upon  descent  to  authorizea  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile  of  AHN  VOR,  climb  to  2300'  on  R-191 
within  20  miles. 

Caution;  Tower  1038'  4  miles  W  of  facUity. 

Notb:  When  authorized  by  ATC,  DMe  may  be  used  from  B-OlO  CW  fb  R-330  within  16  miles  at  2300'  to  position  aircraft  for  straight-ln  approach  with  the  elimination 
of  a  procedure  turn. 

MSA;  000°-090*— 2000';  000*-180°— 1800';  180°-270*— 8000';  270°-360°— 2800'. 

City,  Athens;  State,  Qa.;  Airport  Name,  Athens  Municipal;  Elev.,  807';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  AHN;  Procedure  No.  TerVOR-27,  Arndt.  2;  Efl.  Date,  16  Aug. 

64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  1;  Dated,  29  Sept,  u 
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Thursday,  August  13,  1964  FEDERAL  REGISTER 

TaEMiNAL  YOR  Standabd  Inbtbomuit  Aptboach  Pbocbdubi — Contlnaed 


Transition 

Celling  and  visibility  mlnlmnnia 

From— 

To— 

OouTseand 

distance 

Mtnimnm 

altitude 

(*»t). 

Oondltloo 

X 

^Gnglne  or  less 

More  than 
3-engine, 
more  than 

66  knots 

66  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
66  knots 

BTL  VOR _  _ 

Direct _ 

2200 

T-dn _ 

300-1 

300-1 

200-4 

BTL  VOR _  _ 

Direct  _ _ 

2600 

O-dn _ 

600-1 

600-1 

000-i4 

Marshall  Int....-.....-—...—.—- — - — 

Clark  Int  (final)*. . . 

Direct . 

2000 

••••••••  • 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 

A-dn _ 

The  following  mi 

800-2 

uimiims  am 

800-2 

)ly  ks  alrcr 

800-2 

aft  equipped 

with  DME  or  dual  VORs  and  Clark  Int*  identified: 

C-dn . 

600-1 

600-1 

600-14 

i 

S-dn-31 . 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 

Procedure  tom  N  side  of  ors,  llS**  Outbnd,  206**  Inbnd,  2200'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  tecinty  on  final  approach  ors,  1600'. 

Facility  on  a<ri>wt. 

Crs  and  distance,  Clark  Int*  to  VOR,  296° — 4.0  miles.' 

Cn  and  distance,  breakofl  point  to  Runway  31, 307°— 0.4  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minlmums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  over  BTL  VOR,  climb  to  3000'  and  {voceed  to  Hickory  Int 
via  BTL  R-331  or,  wbm  directed  by  ATC,  make  right  climbing  turn  to  2400'  on  BTL  B-036  then  reverse  crs  to  the  left  and  return  to  the  BTL  VOR. 

Non:  When  authorized  by  ATO,  DME  may  Im  used  to  position  aircraft  on  final  approach  crs  at  3000'  via  12-mile  DME  arc  015°  clockwise  to  223°  with  the  elimination  of 


crooedure  turn. 

MSA;  000°-090°— 2400';  090°— 180°— 2300';  180°-270°— 2^;  270“-360°— 2900'. 
•Clark  Int:  Int  BTL  R-118  and  AZO  R-082  ot  4-mlle  DME  fix  from  BTL  VOR. 


Cltv.  Battle  Creek;  State,  Mich.;  Airpwt  Name,  W.  K.  Kellogg  Regional  Airfield;  Elev.,  941';  Fac.  Class.,  L-BVORTAC;  Ident.,  BTL;  Procedure  No.  TerVOR-31,  Arndt. 

Orlg.;  Efl.  Date,  16  Aug.  64 


yn  T.PR  _ 

EUQ  VOR . 

Direct . . 

2300 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-4 

C-dn. . 

800-1 

800-1 

800-14 

A-dn _ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

*If  aircraft  equipped  to  r^iye  VORjmd  LFR  simul- 

1  umeousiy  or  e 

•quippea  wii;d  usaxu  ana  junction 

1  City  Int  ident! 

[fled  the  following  minlmums  apply: 

600-1 

600-14 

400-1 

400-1 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  347°  Outbnd,  167°  Inbnd,  2300'  within  10  miles. 

Final  approach  from  bolding  pattern  at  EUQ  VOR  not  authorized,  procedure  turn  required. 

Minimum  altitude  Over  Junction  City  Int  on  final  approach  crs,  1100';  over  EUQ  VOR,  800'. 

Facility  on  airport. 

Cis  and  distance.  Junction  City  Int  to  airport  167°— 3.8  miles;  breakoff  point  to  aroroach  end  of  Runway  16, 159°- 0.6  mile  (LMM). 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minlmums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile  after  passing  EUQ  VOR,  turn  right,  climb  to 
BOO'  (m  R-347  within  10  miles. 

Caution:  Hteh  terrain  E  and  W. 

•If  Junction  City  Int  not  identified  authorized  minimnin  over  EUQ  VOR  is  1100'. 

#400-H  authorized,  except  for  turbojet  aircraft,  with  operative  ALS  and  hlgb-intensity  runway  lights. 

MSA:  316°-046°— 4200';  046°-136°— 6200';  136°-226°— 3900';  226°-316°— 4600'. 

City,  Eugene;  State,  Or%.;  Airport  Name,  Mahlon  Sweet  Field;  Elev.,  366';  Fac.  Class.,  M-BVORTAC;  Ident.,  EUQ;  Procedure  No.  TerVOR-16,  Arndt.  6;  Efl.  Date,  15  Aug. 

64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  4;  Dated,  22  June  64 


oon  VOR  _  _ 

Tayinr  VTIF  Tnti  _ 

T-dn _  . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-4 

700-14 

700-1 

ffi-Llnfi  VHP  Int  _ 

Taylor  VHF  Inti. . 

C-dn _ 

700-1 

700-1 

Ardmnre  VHP  Tnt  . .  _  _ 

Tavlor  VHF  Inti. _ _ 

700-1 

Taylor  VHP  Inti  __  _  __  _ 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  vectors  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  Philadelphia  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  not  authorized. 

Facility  on  airport. 

Crs  and  distance  breakofl  point  to  runway,  058°— 0.6  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minlmums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile  of  PNE  VOR,  climb  on  R-064  to  1500'  within 
(  miles.  Then  make  left  climbingtura  to  2400'. 

Proceed  direct  PNE  VOR.  Blold  SW  1-mlnute  right  turns,  Inbnd  crs  064°. 

*Radar  vectors  to  final  approach  fix  are  required.  Final  approach  radial  244°. 

ITaylor  VHF  Int:  Int  P'fw  R-132  and  PNE  R-244. 

MSA:  000°-090°— 1800';  090°-180°— 1600';  l80°-270°— 2400';  270°-360°— 3000'. 


City,  Philadelphia;  State,  Pa.;  Airport  Name,  North  Philadelphia;  Elev.,  120';  Fac.  Class.,  L-VOR;  Ident.,  PNE;  Procedure  No.  TerVOR-6,  Arndt.  Orig;  Efl.  Date,  16  Aug.  64 


BWrleylnt%. 
ARD  VOR.. 
Old  Star  Int#. 


PNE  VOR  (final). 

Old  Star  Inti _ 

PNE  VOR  (final) 


Direct . . 

Via  radar  vectors*. 

Direct . 


■Mill 

^■■11 

mgiii 

200-H 

700-14 

700-1 

800-2 


600-14 

400-1 


^ooedure  tom  E  w  N  side  of  crs,  049°  Outbnd,  229°  Inbnd,  2000'  within  10  miles  of  Shirley  Int.% 
iwection  of  procedure  tom  to  be  issued  with  approach  clearance. 

Mi^um  altitude  over  frMdlity  on  final  approa!w  crs,  800'  (600'  if  Shirley  Identified). 

Facility  on  airpwt. 

P”  ®nd  distance,  breakofl  point  to  approach  end  of  Runvray  24, 2S8°— 0 J5  mile. 

contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minlmums  at  if  landing  not  aocmnplished  within  0.0  mile  of  PNE  VOR,  make  a  right  climbing  turn 
*  n  10  miles,  then  return  to  VOR. 

uold  NE  1-minute  right  turu,  Inbnd  crs  229°. 

•n  obstraction  clearance  not  provided  over  two  smokestacks,  2.2  miles  NE  of  field,  elevation  306'  and  340'. 

iudu  vectors  authorized  in  accordance  with  Philadelphia  apnroach  cimtrol  radar  patterns. 

VOR  R-187  and  PNE  VOR  R-049. 

Co  i  PNE  VOR  R-049  and  319  bearing  from  PNE  RBn. 

MBA:  000°-090°— 1800';  090°-180°— 1600';  l80°-270°— 2400';  270°-360°— 3000'. 

Philadelphia;  State,  Pa.;  Airport  Name,  North  Philadelphia;  Elev.,  120';  Fac.  Class.,  L-VOR;  Ident.,  PNE;  Procedure  No.  TerVOR-24,  Arndt.  6;  Efl.  Date,  16  Aug.  64; 

Sup.  Arndt.  No.  4;  Dated,  29  June  63 


11584  RULES  AND  REOUtATtONS 


5.  By  amending  the  following  very  high  freqoeney  omnirange-distance  measuring  e(iuipment  (VOR-DME)  procedures 
prescribed  in  8  97.1S  to  read:  ' 

yOB^DMB  Btandako  Ihstbumbmt  Appboach  Pbocbdcu 

Bwriiis*,  himllnp,  conaet  and  radlah  mn  magryttlc.  EtoratloM  and  altttndM  are  In  feet  M8L.  CeUlngs  are  In  feet  Above  airport  elevation.  Dtotanoee  are  In  nautili 
miiftn  nniaiM  otberwlw  UKUoated,  except  vtolblUtlee  wUdi  are  In  statute  miles.  *** 

If  an  Inetrament  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  to  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  It  shall  be  In  accordance  with  the  following  Instrument  !4>proach  procedure, 
nnkns  an  approach  to  conducted  In  accordance  with  a  dillerent  procedure  for  such  airport  authorised  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  AvlatkKi  Agency,  mtlal  approach^ 
Shan  be  made  over  speolllad  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  ccrraspond  with  those  established  for  eu  route  operation  In  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Tranaltkm 

Celling  and  visibility  minimiim* 

From— 

To- 

Course  and 
.  distance 

VflnWintm 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-englne  or  less 

More  than 
Oengine, 
more  than 
65  Imots 

66  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
65  knots 

20-mile  fix  (R-OIO) _ _ _ — 

10-mlle  fix  (R-019) _ 

Direct . . 

4200 

T-dn* _ 

300-1 

2QOJ 

lO-niiU  fli  (R-019) _ 

7-mllA  fir  (R-019)  1 _  -  -  -  _  _ 

Direct _  „ 

2700 

C-dn . . 

60^1 

500-1 

7-mUe  fix  (ll-019)'.^.  _ _ _  _ 

A-milA  fli  (R-OlO)  ....  . 

Direct  _ _  .. 

*1400 

R-dn-10 

600-1 

Mfi-l 

4-mlle  fix  (R-019) _  - _  _ 

OPT.  VOR  (final) _ 

Direct _ 

A-4ln 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Procedure  turn  not  authorized. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs  800'. 

Facility  on  airport. 

If  vtoual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mlnlmnms  or  11  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile  aftw  passing  OFL  VOR,  climb  straight  ahead 
to  3000'  to  Bacon  Int.l  Hold  8  of  Bacon  Int#  on  OFL  VOR  R-186, 1-mhiute  right  turns,  006”  Inbnd. 

Caution:  1.  635'  antenna  (1.8  miles  S8W  of  alri>ort).  2.  Turbulence  may  be  encountered  during  this  approadi. 

*300-1  required  oa  Runawy  30. 

iBaocn  Int:  Int  OFL  VOR  R-186  and  ALB  VOR  R-036. 

MSA:  000®-000*— 4000';  000*-180*— 8000';  180®-270*— 8800';  270*-360*— 4800'. 

City,  Olens  Falls;  State,  N.T.;  Airport  Name,  Warren  County;  Elev.,  828';  Fac.  Class.,  L-BVORTAC;  Ident.,  OFL;  Procedure  No.  VOR/DME  No.  1,  Arndt.  Orlg.:  Efl 

Date,  18  Aug.  64 


T-dn.__,. . 

800-1 

800-1 

20(Hi 

C-^.. . 

400-1 

600-1 

600-lH 

S-dn-33# . 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

A-dn.  . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs,  181*  Outbnd,  831*  Inbnd,  2000'  between  19  miles  and  29  tnileii  of  VOR. 

Minimum  altitude  Over  19-1]^  DME  fliz  on  final  ^proacb  crs,  2000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  19-mile  DME  fix  to  airpiNt,  331*— 8.9  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mlnlmums  or  if  landing  not  accMnplished  at  14-mile  DME  fix,  tom  right,  climb  to  2000'  on  JAN  VOR 
R-128,  proceed  to  Rankin  Int.  Hold  8E,  1-minute  right  turns,  308*  Inbnd. 

Non;  When  authorized  by  ATC,  DME  jd&j  be  u^  within  30  miles  to  21  mQes  at  2900',  to  position  aircraft  for  straight-la  apinroach  with  the  elimination  of  procedure  tom. 
MOO-M  authorized  except  m  turbojet  aircraft,  with  operative  high-intensity  runway  lights. 

MSA:  000*-090*— 1700';  090*-180*— 1700';  180*-270*— 2900';  270*-860*— 1700'. 

City,  Jackson;  State,  Miss.;  Airport  Name,  Allen  C.  Thompson;  Elev.,  346';  Fac.  Class.,  H-BVORTAC;  Ident.,  JAN;  Procedure  No.  VOR/DME  Na  1,  Arndt.  1;  Eff.  Date, 

15  Aug.  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  Orlg.;  Dated,  1  Au^  64 


MIA  RBn... _ 

MIA  VOR _ _ 

Direct _  . 

1600 

T-dn _ 

300-1 

800-1 

200-H 

MTA  VOR  ..  .  _ 

'  5-mile  DME  or  radar  fix  on  R-107  or 

Direct..  ..  . 

1000 

C-d. . 

'  1000-1 

1000-1 

1000-lH 

AlligaUN  VHF/LF  Int  (final). 

1  _ 

1000-2 

1000-2 

1000-2  " 

A-dn* . . 

NA 

NA 

NA 

If  5-mlle  DME  cm:  radar  fix  on  R-107  or  Alligator  VHF/ 

LF  Int  received,  the  following  minimums  are 

authorized: 

O-dn _  _ 

1  600-1 

1  600-1 

800-iH 

’ 

8-dn-OL## _ 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  815*  Outbnd,  ::38*  Inbnd,  1600'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs  1500';  at  8-mlle  DME  or  radar  fix  aa  R-107  or  AlUgator  VHF/LF  Int,#  1000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  107*— 9.8  miles;  5-mlle  DME  or  radar  fix  on  R-107  or  Alligator  VHF/LF  Int#  to  airport,  107*— 4.8  miles. 

If  visual  c<mtact  not  established  upm  descent  to  authorized  landing  mtaiimams  or  If  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.8  miles  after  passing  5-mlle  DME  or  radar  fii mi 
R-IO?  or  AUigator  VHF/LF  Int,#  or  9.8  miles  after  passing  MIA  VOR,  climb  to  1500'  (m  R-107  mthln  20  mUes. 

Notx:  Tnis  approach  authorized  during  Opa-Locka  tower  hours  of  operatlm. 

*No  weather  information  available. 

#Alllgator  VHF/LF  Int.  Int  MIA  VOR  R-107  and  387*  bearing  from  I-MFA  LMM  (FA). 

##400-)i  authori^,  except  (or  turbojet  aircraft,  with  operative  high-intensity  runway  lights. 

MSA:  000*-000*— 2000';  090*-180*— 1400';  180*-270*— Mao';  270*-860*— 1200'. 

City,  Miami;  State,  Fla.;  Airport  Name,  Opa-Locka;  Elev.,  O';  Fac.  Class.,  H-BVORTAC;  IdentM  MIA;  Procedure  No.  VOR/DME  No.  1,  Arndt.  4;  Efl.  Date,  15  Aug.  64; 

Sup.  Arndt.  No.  3;  Dated,  21  Mar.  64 


Hartstene  IntAJAmlle  DME  fix  R-8S8 _ 

Harbor  Int/10J>-mlle  DME  fix  R-3tt.. 
Bayside  Int . . 


OLM  VDR  _ 

8000 

OT.M  VOR  (final)  _ 

Direct _  _  _ 

1100 

OLM  VOR'  _ 

Direct  .  _ 

8000 

T-dn _ ... 

C-dn_.. . 

8-dn _ 

A-dn . . 


800-1 

800-1 

900-1 

900-1 

NA 

NA 

900-2 

000-2 

200-H 

900-1H 

NA 

900-2 


and  ADF  receivers,  and  Budd  Int  is  identUed  the 
fc^wlng  mlnlmums  i^pUr:. 

600-1  1  600-1 


C-dn 

8-dtt-17 _ 


600-1 

600-1 


Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  888*  Outbnd,  156*  Inbnd,  SOOCK  within  15  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  Budd  Int  on  final  ^iproaoh  ers,  llOO'j  over  OLM  VOR  800'. 

Crs  and  distance,  Budd  Int  to  airport  158*— 4.7  miles;  OLM  VOR  on  airport.  ^ 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mlnlmums  or  If  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile  after  passing  OLM  VOR,  dlmb  to  sour  on 
B-173  within  15  miles  of  OLM  VOIEL  or  when  directed  by  ATC,  turn  left,  climb  to  3000'  (m  R-338  within  16  miles  ot  OLM  VOR.  _  . 

Non:  When  authorized  by  AT(j,  DME  may  be  used  within  20  mUes  at  2000'  between  R-115  clockwise  to  R-018  of  OLM  VOR  to  position  aircraft  for  stralght-ln  approsen 
with  elimination  of  procedure  turn. 

Caution:  Restricted  area  4.7  miles  E  of  airport. 

Other  change:  Deleted  Budd  Int  description. 

*If  Budd  Int  not  Idwtlfled.  authorized  minimnin  over  OLM  VOR  is  1100'. 

MSA;  S15*-045*— 2000';  046*-U6*— 4000';  185*-S85*— 8500';  225*-815*-«700'. 

City,  Olymida;  State,  Wash.;  Airport  Name,  Olympia  Municipal;  Elev.,  205';  Fee.  Class.,  L-BVORTAC:  Ident.,  OLM;  Procedure  No.  VOB/DME  No.  1.  Arndt.  2;  £<> 

Date,  16  Aug.  64;  Sop.  Arndt.  No.  1;  Dated,  25  JoL  64 


Thursday,  August  IS,  1964 
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YOR-DMB  Btahoaed  Ihstbumbmt  Atpioach  Pbocbduri — Continued 


TransltloQ 

Celling  and  visibility  minimnmn 

From— 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engim  or  leas 

More  than 
2-englne, 
more  than 
66  knots 

66  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
66  knots 

PDT  VOR _ 

Direct . . . 

3600 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

20O-H 

PDT  VOR  _ 

Direct . . 

3600 

Odn . 

600-1 

600-1 

500-iH 

PDT  VOR  _  _ 

Direct . . . 

4600 

8-dn-7i _ 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1'  ■ 

PDT  VOR _ 

Direct . 

3600 

A-dn _ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

PDT  VOR  . 

Direct _ 

3600 

MMon  IntA0.7-mile  DME  fix  R-070 _ 

PDT  VOR . 

Direct _ _ 

3600 

Procedure  tom  N  side  of  crs,  261°  Outbnd,  071°  Inbnd,  3600'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  2600'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  071°— 3.6  miles. 

If  lontiiot  not  ewtahllahed  upon  descent  to  aiithoriged  landing  mlnlmums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  3.6  miles  after  passing  PDT  VOR,  make  left  climbing 
tom,  climb  to  4000'  direct  to  PDT  VOR,  ocmtinue  climb  on  R-261  within  10  miles  of  PDT  VOR. 

Note:  When  authorized  by  ATC,  DME  may  be  used  within  8  miles  at  3600'  to  position  aricraft  for  straight-in  approach  with  elimination  of  the  procedure  turn. 

#400-M  authorized,  except  for  turbojet  aircraft,  with  operative  Ugh-intenslty  runway  lights. 

MSA:  316°-046°— 3300';  046°-136°— 6200';  136°-226°— 6400';  226°-316°— 2800'. 

City.  Pendleton;  State,  Oreg.;  Airport  Name,  Pendleton  Munidpal;  Elev.,  1493'  Fac.  Class.,  H-BVORTAC;  Ident.,  PDT;  Procedure  No.  VOR/DME  No.  1,  Arndt.  1;  Elf. 
”  «  Date,  16  Aug.  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  (Mg.;  Dated,  2  May  63  , 


OEO  VOR  _ 

Direct _  .  --- 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

aoo-H 

DMR  At  R-A73  _  .  .  _  . 

ll-mllA  DME  fix  R-fl73  _ 

Direct _ _ 

C-dn . i _ 

600-1 

600-1 

600-lH 

DMP.  fix  R-OTB  _ _  .  . 

OEO  VOR  .  .  _ .  _ 

Direct.... _ 

4200 

R-dTi-.3i _ 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1  ■ 

Corskey  Tut  -  -  -----  -  _ 

Direct _  -  -  -- 

A-dn _ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Cmskey  Int _ 

Direct . . 

4000 

Corskey  Int _ : _ 

Direct . 

4000 

Tnl/in  l.mllA  DMR  fix  R-9A1 

rV>r"kev  Tr*t  ------- 

Direct.  _  - 

4000 

GEO  VOR  (final) . 

Direct . 

3700 

Radar  transitions  and  vectoring  utilizing  Spokane  Radar  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  radar  patterns. 

When  used  in  lieu  of  procedure  turn,  alinement  on  final  approach  heading  within  10  miles  of  VOR  is  required. 

Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs,  207°  Outbnd,  027°  Inbnd,  400(r  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  ^ility  on  final  approach  crs,  3700'. 

Crs  and  distance,  focillty  to  airport,  027°— 4.4  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.4  miles  after  passing  QEO  VOR,  climb  on  R-026 
to  OE  LOM,  thence  continue  climb  to  4600'  in  a  1-minute  right-turn  holding  pattwn  on  R-026  NE  of  OE  LOM  or,  when  directed  by  AT(5,  make  left  climbing  turn  and  climb 
to  4500'  on  R-271  within  20  miles,  all  turns  S  side  R-271,  or  make  left  climbing  turn  and  return  to  VOR,  climbing  to  4000'. 

Notk:  When  authorized  by  ATC,  DME  may  be  used  within  0  miles  at  4000'  to  position  aircraft  fw  stralght-in  approach  with  elimination  of  the  procedure  turn. 

Caution:  Terrain  and  tower  6031'  16  miles  NE  of  LOM;  high  terrain  N  through  E  of  airport;  3188'  tower  4.8  miles  SE  of  OE  LOM;  4649'  TV  tower  9.2  miles  E  of  airport. 
#400-^  authorized,  except  for  turbojet  aircraft,  with  operarive  bigb-intensity  runway  lights. 

MSA:  000°-060°— 6600';  0W°-180°— 4600';  180°-270°— 4100';  270°-360°— 6100'. 

CHy,  Spokane;  State,  Wash.;  Airport  Name,  Spokane  International;  Elev.,  2372';  Fac.  Class.,  H-BVORTAC;  Ident.,  OEO;  Procedure  No.  VOR/DME  No.  1,  Arndt.  3;  Eff. 

Date,  16  Aug.  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  2;  Dated,  26  Jan.  64 

6.  By  amending  the  following  instrument  landing  system  procedures  prescribed  in  §  97.17  to  read: 

ILS  Standard  Instbuxbnt  Approach  Pbocbddbi 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSL.  C^eilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
miles  unless  otherwise  Indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles.  • 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport.  It  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure, 
tmlees  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  diflerent  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
shall  be  made  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  (h:  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
65  knots 

66  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
66  knots 

Parma  Tnt*  , 

LOM  (final) _ 

Direct _  - 

4000 

4300 

4300 

8500 

4000 

6000 

T-dn _ 

300-1 

600-1 

aoo-H 

600-2 

200-H 

50O-l>^ 

20O-H 

600-2 

Katie  FM-  -- 

LOM  '  -L _ 

Direct _  -  -  1 

C-dn _ 

BOI  VOR 

LOM _ 

Direct  -  --  -- 

S-dn-lDL  .  . 

16nille  DME  fix,  R-2U7  ROT  VOR  -  - 

16-mlle  DME  fix,  R-326  BOI  VOR... 

LOM  (final)  _  _ _ 

Via  16-miles 
arc. 

Direct  -  - .  -  - . 

A-dn . 

Namna  DME  Tnt  i  • 

Reynolds  Int _ _  ---------  -  -- 

LOM  ^  ---^ _ 

Direct  _ 

Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs,  276°  Outbnd,  096°  Inbnd,  4300'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facinty  on  final  approai^  crs,  3900'. 

Minimum  altitude  at  glide  slope  interception  Inbnd,  8900'. 

Altitude  of  glide  slope  and  distance  to  approach  end  of  runway  at  OM  3900'— 3.8  miles;  at  MM  3055' — 0.6  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  establi^^  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mlnlmnma  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  climb  to  5500'  on  R-111  BOI  VOR  within  20  miles  or,  when 
<6rec^  by  ATC,  turn  right  and  climD  to  7500'  on  R-212  BOI  VOR  within  20  miles  or  rig^t  climbing  turn  direct  to  BO  LOM,  shuttle  climb  W  of  BO  LOM  to  4300'  on  W  crs 
BOI  IL8  within  10  miiAa, 

T  When  authorized  by  ATC,  DME  may  be  used  from  20  miles  to  12  miles  at  6600'  between  radial  210  clockwise  to  radial  325  BOI  VOR  to  position  aircraft  over  Nampa 

int  for  final  ^proacb  with  the  elimination  of  procedure  turn. 
iNampa  DME  Int:  Int  12-mile  DME  fix,  R-276  BOI  VOR. 

Maintain  4000'  until  interception  of  glide  slope.  Descend  on  glide  slope  to  cross  LOM  at  3900'.  ‘ 

City,  Boise;  State,  Idaho;  Airport  Name,  Boise  Air  Terminal;  Elev.,  2868';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-BOI;  Procedure  No.  ILS-IOL,  Arndt.  14;  Efl.  Date,  16  Aug.  64;  Sup. 

Arndt.  No.  13;  Dated,  6  Jan.  63 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


IL8  Btahdii*  iMnsoMiMT  Appboach  Pbocbdubb — Continued 


Tnniltloo 


Oefllng  and  vlalldllty  minimnimi 


Fmm— 

Coarse  and 
distance 

Mtntmnni 

altitude 

(feet) 

Ckmdltlon 

1 

2-eaglne  or  toss 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
66  knots 

66  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
66  knots 

EGWRBn..  _ 

Direct.. 

8200 

8200 

8200 

8200 

8200 

10,000 

T-dn 

800-1 

•400-1 

200.4< 

600-2 

300-1 

600-1 

aoo-H 

600-2 

200-H 

800-1J4 

200-H 

600-2 

fUdaltolnt  .  . . .  ___  _ 

EQW  RBn/DME  fix  (flnal)% 

Direct  _  . 

C-dn 

EOW  RBn _  - _ _  __ 

Direct. 

ROW  RBn _  --  - 

Dimet.  . 

A-dn 

ROW  RBn.  -  -  _ 

Direct..  ..  . 

Sedalia  Int _ 

Direct _ 

Radar  Tectoring  autborUed  In  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  S  ers,  100°  Outbnd,  840°  Inbnd,  8200'  within  10  miles  of  EQW  RBn. 

'  Minimum  altitude  at  glide  slope  Interception  8200'. 

Altitude  and  distance  to  approadi  end  of  runway  at  EQW  RBn,  8200'— 0.1  miles;  at  OM,  0017'— 8.0  miles;  at  LMM,  5822'— 0.6  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  estabUsbed  upon  descent  to  authorised  landing  minlmnms  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  climb  to  7000'  on  N  ers  SPO  ILS  to  Derby  Int,  hold  N  right 
turns,  or  when  directed  by  ATC,  make  right  climbing  turn  to  7000',  proceed  direct  to  DEN  VOR  at  7000'. 

*600-1  required  for  circling  8  of  airport  due  to  5521'  tower  1.6  miles  8  of  airport. 

#500-1  required  when  glide  slope  not  utilised.  When  both  glide  slope  and  OM  not  received,  stralght-ln,  circling,  and  alternate  minimnnia  become  900-2. 

OLarkspor  Int:  8  ers  I-8PO  fL8  and  IOC  VOR  R-2S2. 

%Englewood  DME  fix  (16.8-mile  DME  fix  DEN  VOR  R-180).  gt 


City,  Denver;  8tate,  Colo.;  Airport  Name,  8tapleton  Airfield;  Elev.,  6331';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-SPO;  Procedure  No.  IL8-36,  Arndt.  8;  Eff.  Date,  16  Aug.  64;  Sup.  Arndt 

No.  2;  Dated,  26  Oct.  63 


Pike  Int _ 

Los  Angeles  LOM _ _ 

Los  Angeles  VOR _ 


Trout  Int  (final). 

Trout  Int _ 

Trout Int _ 


Direct..., _ 

Direct _ ........ 

Direct . . 


1500 

T-^ _ 

300-1 

300-1 

2000 

C-dn . 

600-1 

600-1 

2000 

8-dn-7R/L _ 

400-1 

400-1 

A-dn _ 

800-2 

800-2 

20O-H 

600-lH 

400-1 

800-2 


Radar  vectoring  to  final  approach  ere  authorized. 

Procedure  turn  8  side  of  W  ere,  248°  Outbnd,  068°  Inbnd,  2000'  within  10.0  miles  of  Trout  Int. 

Minimum  altitude  over  Trout  Int  on  final  approach  ere,  1500'. 

Cre  and  distance.  Trout  Int  to  airport,  068°— 4.7  miles. 

No  glide  slope. 

If  visual  contact  not  eetabllshed  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minlmums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.7  miles  after  crossing  Trout  Int,  climb  to  2000'(m 
E  cre  LAX  ILS  localizer  no  farther  E  than  Downey  FM/RBn. 

Other  change:  Deletes  transition  from  Malibu  Int  to  Trout  Int. 


City,  Los  Angeles;  State,  Calif.;  Airport  Name,  Los  Angeles  Intonatlonal;  Elev.,  126';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-LAX;  Procedure  No.  ILS-7R/L  (back  cre),  Arndt.  2;  Eff. 

Date,  16  Aug.  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  1;  Dated,  12  Aug.  61 


MIA  VOR _ 

MF  LOM.... 
MI  LOM _ 


Tnnes  Tnt*.  _ _ _ 

Direct  .  ... 

rnnea  Tnt* .  ....... 

Direct..  _ 

Tnne.s  Tnt* _ _ _  .  . 

Direct.. 

1600 

1600 

1600 


T-dn _ 

800-1 

800-1 

200-H 

600-lH 

400-1 

C-dn _ 

600-1 

600-1 

R-dn-ORi _ 

400-1 

400-1 

A-dn _ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  improved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  ers,  266°  Outbnd,  066°  uu>nd,  1400'  within  10  miles  of  Innes  Int.* 

Procedure  turn  nonstandard  due  to  ATC  request. 

Minimum  altitude  over  Innes  Int*  <m  final  approach  era,  1000'. 

Cre  and  distance,  Innes  Int*  to  airport,  086°-^.7  miles.  * 

If  visual  contact  not  estabUsbed  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minlmums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.7  miles  after  passing  Innes  Int,*  climb  to  1500'  on 
E  cn  I-MIA  ILS  within  20  miles  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  climb  to  1600'  on  on  066°  to  MI  LOM. 

Note:  2-mlnote  bolding  pattern  over  Innes  Int  *  left  turns,  066°  Inlmd.  may  be  used  in  lien  of  procedure  turn. 

*Innes  Int:  Int  W  cn  I-MIA  ILS/200°  from  MF  LOM  or  R-160  MIA  VOR. 

#400-H  authorized,  except  for  turbojet  aircraft,  with  operative  high-intensity  runway  Ughts. 

City,  Miami;  State,  Fla.;  Airport  Name,  International;  Elev.,  O';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-MIA*  Procedure  No.  ILS-9R  (back  ers),  Arndt.  1;  Efl.  Date,  15  Aug.  64;  Sup.  Arndt. 

No.  Orig.;  Dated,  18  May  63 


ORL  VOR  _ 

Bertcn  Tnt*  - 

Direct _ 

1600 

T-dn . 

800-1 

300-1 

20O-K 

ORL  TXIM  ..  _ _  1 

Bertnn  Tnt* 

Direct.......  ... 

1700 

C-dn 

400-1 

600-1 

600-l)i 

MCO  RBn  _  _ 

Barton  Tnt* 

Dfrect..  _ _ 

1600 

ES-dn-26 _ 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

A-dn _ .' _ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  S  side  of  cre,  066°  Outbnd,  246°  Inbnd,  1600'  within  10  miles  of  Barton  Int.*  Nonstandard  due  to  Sanfbrd  NAS  traffic  to  the  N. 

Minimum  altitude  over  Barton  Int*  on  final  apm’oach  cre,  1300'. 

Cre  and  distance.  Barton  Int*  to  airport,  246°-^.2  miles. 

No  glide  slope. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minlmnms  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.2  miles  after  passing  Barton  Int,*  turn  right,  climb 
to  2000' on  ORL  VOR  R-306  within  20  miles  of  ORL  VOR  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  dlmb  straight  abeacito  2000'  on  the  SW  cre  of  ILS  wlth&  20  miles. 

*Barton  Int:  Int  NE  cre  of  localizer  (066°)  and  MCO  V OR  R-023  and  016°  bearing  from  M^oy  RBn. 

#400-f4  authorized,  except  for  turbojet  aircraft,  with  operative  high-intensity  runway  lights. 

City,  Orlando;  State,  Fla.;  Airport  Name,  Herndon;  Elev.,  113';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-ORL;  Procedure,  No.  IL8-26  (back  cre),  Arndt.  3;  Efl.  Date,  16  Aug.  64;  Sup.  Arndt. 

No.  2;  DatM,  18  Apr.  64 


HAVVOR _  _ 

Gloria  Tnt* _  .. 

Direct  ..  _ 

1600 

T-dn 

300-1 

300-1 

20O-M 

SAV  LOM . . . 

Gloria  Tnt*.  .... 

Direct . . 

1600 

C-dn . 

400-1 

600-1 

600-lH 

8-dii-27#- . 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

A-dn _ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  ^proved  patterns.  . 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  ere,  002°  Outbnd,  272°  Inbn^  16w  within  10  miles  of  Gloria  Int*. 

Minimum  altitude  over  Gloria  Int*  on  final  approach  cre,  1200'. 

Cre  and  distance,  Gloria  Int*  to  airport,  272° — 4.0  miles.  ^ 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minlmums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.0  miles  after  passing  Gloria  Int,  climb  to  170v  on 
272°  ers  of  8AV  lL8,proceedlng  direct  to  8AV  LOM  or  when  directed  by  ATC,  make  right  turn,  climbing  to  1600',  proceeding  direct  to  SAV  VOR. 

*Gk>rla  Int:  Int  E  cre  SAV  ILS  and  SAV  VOR  R-180. 

#400-M  authorized,  except  for  turbojet  aircraft,  with  operative  high-intensity  runway  lights. 

City,  Savannah;  State,  Qa.;  Alrpwt  Name,  Train  Field;  Elev.,  60';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-SAV;  Procedure  No.  ILS-27  (back  ers),  Arndt.  2;  Efl.  Date,  16  Aug.  64;  Sup. 

Arndt.  No.  1;  Dated,  7  Mar.  64 
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ILS  Btahdard  Imbtboubnt  Appboacr  Pbocbddbb — Continued 


Transitlan 

Celling  and  vlslbOlty  minimnma 

From— 

To— 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(*eet) 

CiHidltiati 

2-englne  or  less 

More  than 
2-englne, 
more  than 

65  knots 

66  knots 
OTless 

More  than 
66  knots 

Prairie  Int* _ 

Via  OXI  R-346 

2400 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-H 

and  W 

C-dn . 

600-1 

600-1 

500-lH 

crs  ILS. 

8-dn-9 . 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 

Oerdmi  Tnt  (final) A- . . 

Direct.. . . 

2400 

A-dn 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

gpicvnR  --  _ 

Gordon  Inti'. _ 

Direct _ 

2400 

gp  JiSM  _ 

Gordon  Inti _ _ _ ..... 

Direct . . 

2400 

Prairie  Tnt*.  _  --  _  - 

Direct _  .  . 

2400 

Procedure  tom  N  side  of  crs,  260**  Outbnd,  069°  Inbnd,  2400'  within  10  miles  of  Gordon  Int.#  Nonstandard  due  traffic. 

Minimum  altitude  over  Gordon  Int#  on  final  approach  crs,  2400'. 

Crs  and  distance,  Gordon  Inti  to  Runway  0, 0^ — 6.6  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorised  landing  mlnimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  5.5  miles  after  passing  Gordon  Int, I  climb  to  2200' 
ind  proceed  direct  to  SB  LOM  or,  as  oirected  by  ATC,  make  left  tom,  climb  to  2000'  and  proceed  direct  to  SBN  VOR. 

NOTKs:  No  glide  slope.  No  wproach  lights. 

Simultaneous  reo^tion  of  ILS  and  VOR  required  to  execute  this  approach. 

'Prairie  Int;  Int  W  crs  SBN  locallser  and  OXI  R-360. 
fOordon  Int:  Int  W  crs  SBN  localizer  and  SBN  R-235. 

City,  South  Bend:  State,  Ind.;  Airport  Name,  St.  Joseph  County;  Elev.,  778';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-SBN;  Procedure  No.  ILS-9  (back  crs),  Arndt.  1;  Efl.  Date,  15  Aug.  64; 

Sup.  Arndt.  No.  Orig.;  Dated,  10  Oct.  63 


TJ.H  T.OM  _ _ 

TTedatrom  Tnt*  _  _  _  _  _ ... 

Direct _ 

T-dn _  . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-14 

600-114 

400-1 

TT-W  VOR  . .  _  .  _ 

Hed.strom  Tnt*.  ...  _  ...  . 

Direct _  _ 

C-dn 

400-1 

600-1 

Tl.H  RRn 

Hedatrom  Tnt*  . 

Direct  . 

S-dn-18i _ 

400-1 

400-1 

Hedatrom  Tnt  (final)*.  _ _  .  _ 

Direct.  .  _  ... 

A-dn 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Procedure  tom  W  side  of  crs,  358°  Outbnd,  178°  Inbnd,  1800'  within  10  miles  of  Hedstrom  Int.* 

Minimum  altitude  over  Hedstrom  Int*  on  final  approach  crs  1300'. 

Crs  and  distance,  Hedstrom  Int*  to  airport  178°— 4A  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mlnimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.8  miles  after  passing  Hedstrom  Int,*  climb  straight 
•bead  to  1600'  on  the  S  crs  of  tlM  ILS  within  20  miles  or  turn  left,  climbing  to  1800'  on  R-248  TLH  VOR  and  proceed  to  the  VOR. 

'Hedstrom  Int:  Int  of  N  crs  of  localizer  and  R-266  THL  VOR. 

#400-^  authorized,  except  for  torbo]et  aircraft,  with  operative  high-intensity  runway  lights. 

City,  Tallahassee;  State,  Fla.;  Airport  Name,  Tallahassee  Municii>al;  Elev.,  81';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS  Ident,  I-TLH;  Procedure  No.  ILS-18  (back  crs),  Arndt.  1;  EfT.  Date, 

16  Aug.  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  Orig.;  Dated,  18  Jan.  64 

7.  By  amending  the  following  radar  procedures  prescribed  in  §  97.19  to  read: 

Radar  Standard  Instrcubnt  Approach  Pbocrddrr 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet,  M8L.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
miV*  unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  a  radar  instrument  approe^  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  aooordanoe  with  the  following  Instrument  procedure,  unless  an  approach  is  conducted 
in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  alrpwt  authorized  by  the  Admlnlstektor  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agmicy.  Initial  apmx>aches  shall  be  made  over  specified 
routes.  Minimum  altltude(s)  shall  ocnrespond  with  those  established  to  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  w  as  set  forth  below.  Positive  identification  must  be  estab* 
lUMd  with  the  radar  oontroller.  From  initial  contact  with  radar  to  final  authorized  landing  minlmums,  the  instructions  of  the  radar  controller  are  mandatory  except  when 
(A)  vlsaal  contact  is  established  on  final  approach  at  or  before  desert  to  the  authorized  landing  mlnimums,  or  (B)  at  pilot’s  discretion  if  it  appears  desirable  to  discontinue 
the  approach  exo^t  when  the  radar  oontroUer  may  direct  otherwise  prior  to  final  approach,  a  missed  approach  shall  be  executed  as  inovlded  below  when  (A)  communication 
go  final  approadi  is  lost  for  more  than  6  seconds  during  a  precision  approach,  or  to  more  than  30  seconds  during  a  surveillance  apivoaeffi;  (B)  directed  by  radar  oontroller ; 
(C)  visual  contact  is  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mlnimums;  or  (D)  if  landing  is  not  accomplished. 


Transition 

Celling  and  visibility  minlmums 

Froitt— 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimnm 

2-englne  or  less 

Mon  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 

66  knots 

To- 

altitude 

(feet) 

Cmidltlon 

66  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
66  knots 

2go . 

046  . . 

Within: 

1900 

1900 

Surveillance  approach 

045 .  . 

200 

T-dn  „ 

200-14 

600-114 

400-1 

400-14 

400-14 

800-2 

C-dn _ 

8-dn-15,  . 

S-dn-l.l# 

8-dn-33* . 

A-dn _ ........ 

— 

tv.  and  distances  are  from  radar  antenna  site  with  sector  azimuths  progressing  clockwise.  Radar  oimtrol  must  movide  3  miles  at  1000'  vertical  separation  from 

towers:  1948'— 16.6  miles  8W;  1949'— 17  miles  W8W;  and  1049'— 9.6  W8W. 

contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  anthwlzed  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  Runway  15:  'Turn  ridit.  climb  to  2000'  on  JAN  VOR  R-163 
Runway  33;  Climb  to  2000'  on  JAN  VOR  R-161;  proceed  to  JAN  VOR.  • 

authorized  except  for  turbojet  aircraft,  with  operative  AL8  and  high-intensity  runway  lights, 
authorized  except  for  turbojet  aircraft,  with  operative  high-intensity  runway  lights. 

City,  Jackson;  State,  Miss.;  Airport  Name,  Allen  C.  Thompson  Field;  Elev.,  346';  Fac.  Class,  and  Ident.,  Jacksem  Radar;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  1;  Eff.  Date,  16  Aug.  64; 

Sup.  Arndt.  No.  Orig.;  Dated,  27  June  64 
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RULIS  AND  IKEDULAtlONS 


/  .  *vi  i 


»  r 


Radab  Btaitdabi)  ImrsmiBR  AmoACH  Paocmm-^Ciuitliraed 


TranatUon 

Celling  and  vislMlity  minimniiMi 

Wnm^ 

To- 

Course  and 
distance' 

MlnliTinm 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condltloa 

1 

2-englne  or  leas 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
66  knots 

66  knots 
or  leas 

More  than 
65  knots 

AH  direetions,  _ _  ^  ..  ......... 

Radar  stte...—^ . . . . 

Within  26  miles.. 

1600 

BurvelUance  at>Draa<!h 

T-dn . *  . 

300-1 

800-1 

200-H 

C-dn-8S,W. 

400-1 

600-1 

600-lH 

and  30. 

C-dn-6,9,  and 

12. 

600-1 

600-1 

fioo-iH 

S-dn-23# _ 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

.  ^ 

S-dn-27,  SO _ 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

S-dn-6,'9,and 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 

12. 

A-dn _ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

RAdAT  control  will  proTlde  1000'  TortlCAl  clcArAnoe  within  A  S-rnUo  mdlus  of  AntenDA  towers  OM/— 7.1  miles,  1003'— 6.8  miles,  S  of  rAdAr  Antenns,  And  Also  must  provide  separa- 
ticm  from  restricted  atoa  R-2008AdtD. 

If  vlsuAl  oontAct  not  estAbllsbed  upon  descent  to  Authorised  landing  mlnimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished,  climb  to  1600'  straight  ahead,  then  proceed  to  JAX  RBn  or 


#400-^  authorised,  except  for  turbojet  Aircraft,  with  operative  hlgh4ntenslty  runway  lights. 

City,  Jacksonville:  State,  Fla.:  Airport  Name,  Thomas  Cole  Imeson;  Elev.,  OS':  Fae.  Class,  and  Ident.,  Imeson  Radar:  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  6:  Efl.  Date,  16  Aug.  64;  Sun. 

Arndt.  No.  5;  Dated,  11  Jan.  64 


Within: 

1  Surveillance  approach 

All  iHrecttona  .  _  .  _  _  _ 

Radarstte. _ _ _ 

miles.. 

1800 

ISO"  r.w  ’otfi  _ 

Raditr  rite _ _  _  .  . .  _ .  _  _  _ 

26-40  miles.. _ 

8000 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-H 

C-dn  9L.  OR. 

600-1 

600-1 

600-lH 

12,  27L,  27R, 

30. 

S-dn-9L.27L. 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 

27R.  12. 

S-dn-OR,  30#.... 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

A-dn... . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  terminal  area  transition  altitudes— Radar  control  will  provide  1000'  vertlcai  clearance  within  3-mile  radius  of  antenna  towers  1040',  007',  and  734'— 11  miles  NNE  and 
643'— 20  miles  8W.  All  bearlnn  are  from  the  radar  site  with  8e<^  aslmuths  progressing  clockwise. 

If  visual  contact  not  estabUsbed  upon  descent  to  anthwlsed  landing  mlnimums  or  if  landing  not  aeoompUsbed  dimb  straight  ahead  to  1600',  then  proceed  direct  to  tbs 
MIA  VOR  or  MIA  “H”. 

MOO-fi  authcrlaed,  except  for  turbojet  aircraft,  with  operative  high-intenslty  runway  lights.  ,  ^ 

City,  Miami:  State,  Fla.;  Airport  Name,  International;  Elev.,  O';  Fae.  Class,  and  Ident.,  Miami  Radar;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  7;  Efl.  Date,  16  Aug.  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  6; 

Dated,  20  June  64 


Within: 

Precision  approach 

All  _ 

Radar  site _ ... _ _ _ 

2Kml1e«.  .  . 

2600 

All  dirrrt:-rr;sS  . 

Riulerelte _  ..  _ 

20  miles _ 

1600 

C-dn 

600-1 

600-1 

500-lH 

1W,  ,  ...  _ 

224* . 

A-15mlle« _ 

*1000 

8-dn-4R"« _ 

20O-H 

200-H 

200-^ 

A-dn-4R. . . 

600-2 

600-2 

600-2 

SurvelDanoe  approach 

T-dn"  _ 

800-1 

800-1 

200-M 

C-dn _ 

600-1 

600-1 

600-lH 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 

S-dn-22R.  26L 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 

&-dn-7R,  SIR... 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

A-dnr-All.... _ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

All  bearings  are  from  the  radar  site  with  axlmnth  progressing  clockwise. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upm  descent  to  authorised  landing  mlnimums  or  If  landiiw  not  accomplifihed  Runway  4R,  4L,  7R:  Make  right  climbing  turn  to  300(r 
on  JFK  VOR  R-OTi  to  DPE  VOR.  Hold  E  1-mlnute  left  turns,  Inbnd  crs  267".  Runway  22R,  26L,  31R:  Make  left  climbing  turn  to  2000'  <m  JFK  VOR  R-190  to  Sandy 
Hook  Int.  Hold  S  1-mlnute  right  turns,  Inbnd  crs  010*. 

iExo^  W  of  LOA  VOR  radi^  046-220,  2600'  inlnlmiim  altitude  required. 

Caution:  Circling  mlnimums  do  not  provide  standard  clearance  over  277'  stack  1.1  miles  SSE  at  afrpwt. 

Other  change:  Deletes  MSA  Information. 

"Runway  visual  range  2000'  is  authorized  kx  takeoff  on  Runway  4R  and  81L  in  Ueu  of  200-Ji  when  200-J4  is  authorized;  provided  associated  high-intenslty  runway  lignti 
are  operatlorial. 

""Runway  visual  range  2000'  also  authorized  for  landing  on  Runway  4R;  provided  that  all  components  of  the  PAR,  high-intenslty  runway  lights,  approach  lights, 
denser  discharge  flashers,  outer  compass  locator,  and  aU  r^ted  airborne  equipment  are  in  satisfactory  operating  condition.  Descent  below  212'  shall  not  be  made  unless 
visual  contact  with  the  approach  lights  has  been  established  or  the  aircraft  is  clear  of  douds. 


City,  New  York;  State,  N.Y.;  Airport  Name,  John  F.  Kennedy;  Elev.,  12';  Fae.  Class,  and  Ident.,  Kennedy  Radar;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  7;  Efl.  Date,  16  Aug.  64;  Sup. 

Arndt.  No.  6;  Dated,  2  Apr.  64 


An  directions. 


Radar  site. 


Within  20  mDee... 


•1600 


Surveillance  approach 


T-dn . - 

800-1 

800-1 

C-dn-7, 13. . 

600-1 

600-1 

O-dn-26, 31 . 

400-1 

600-1 

S-dn-7, 13 _ 

600-1 

600-1 

8-dn-26#. _ 

400-1 

400-1 

8-dn-31 . . 

400-1 

400-1 

A-dn . . 

800-2 

800-2 

200-« 

600-lM 

60O-1H 

600-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 


"Radar  control  will  provide  1000'  vertical  clearance  within  a  3-mlle  radius  of  740'  tower  6J1  miles  WSW,  and  687'  tower  3.7  miles  W  of  airport. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mlnimums  or  If  landing  not  accomplished  Runway  31  and  13:  CUmb  to  2000'  on  ORL  VOR  K-o« 
within  20  miles  of  ORL  VOR.  Runway  7:  Climb  to  2000'  on  ORL  V^  R-014  within  20  miles  of  ORL  VOR.  Runway  26:  Climb  to  2000'  on  ORL  VOR  R-30e  within  20 
miles  of  ORL  VOR. 

#400-^  authorised,  exo^t  for  turbojet  aircraft,  with  operative  high-intenslty  runway  lights. 

City,  Orlando;  State,  Fla.;  Airpwt  Name,  Herndon;  Elev.,  118';  Fac.  Class,  and  Ident.,  Orlando  Radar;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  6;  Efl.  Date,  16  Aug.  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  4; 

Dated,  6  May  62 


Thursday,  August  13,  1964 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 
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Sadak  Stahdaro  iMSTBUifiMi  Appboach  Pbocbduei — Contlnaed 


Ttadar  terminal  atM  maiieaverlng  sectcffs  and  altitudes  I  OdUni  snd  vlsibaity  mlnlmoms 


PBOCEDUBB  CANCELLED  EFFECTIVE  15  AUO.  1054. 

CttT  San  DtoKo:  State,  Calif.;  Alnxvt  Name,  Miramar  NAS;  Elev.,  i7V;  Fae.  Class,  and  Ident.,  Miramar  Radar;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  2;  Efl.  Date,  11  May  63;  Sup.  Arndt. 

No.  1;  Dated,  16  Apr.  61 


These  procedures  ^all  become  effective  on  the  dates  specified  therein. 

(Secs.  307(c) .  818(a) ,  601,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1968;  49  UJS.C.  1348  (c) ,  1364(a) .  1421;  72  Stat.  749,  752,  776) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  13, 1964. 

W.  Lloyd  Lane, 

Acting  Director,  Flight  Standards  Service. 

'  [F.B.  Doc.  64-7140;  FUed.  Aug.  12, 1964;  8 :45  am.] 


Chopter  II — Civil  Aeronautics 'Board 

SUBCHAPTER  F—POLICY  STATEMENTS 

[Beg.  P&-24] 

PART  399— STATEMENTS  OF 
GENERAL  POLICY 

Blocked  Space  Service 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  7th  day  of  Ai^ust  1964. 

The  Board  in  29  FJl.  1476,  and  by  cir¬ 
culation  of  a  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making  in  EDR-48B  and  PSDR-8,  dated 
January  23,  1964,  Docket  14148,  gave 
notice  that  it  had  under  consideration 
amendments  to  Part  207  of  the  Board’s 
Economic  Regulations  and  the  adf^tion 
of  a  Statanent  of  Genial  Policy  in 
Part  399  favoring  the  sale  by  all-cargo 
carriers  of  blocked  space  at  wholesale 
rates  to  combination  carriers.  By  a 
supplemental  notice  of  prc^^osed  rule 
making,  EDR-48F  and  P[^Rr-8D,  June 
22,  1964,  29  FJt.  8121,  the  Board  set 
these  matters  for  oral  argument  and 
raised  the  additional  question  of 
whether  all-cargo  carriers  should  also 
be  permitted  to  sell  blocked  space  to 
air  freight  forwarders  and  other  large 
volume  shippers. 

After  considering  the  comments  and 
exhibits  sulmiitted  and  having  heard  the 
oral  argument,  the  Board  has  concluded 
to  adopt  a  policy  approving  the  exclu¬ 
sive  right  of  all-cargo  carriers  to  sell 
blocked  space  to  combination  carriers, 
air  freight  forwarders  and  lai^e  volume 
shippers.  A  decision  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  amendments  to  Part  207 
of  our  r^ulations  will  be  announced  at 
a  later  date. 

It  is  clear  that  there  already  exists  a 
distinction  between  the  combination 
carriers  on  the  one  hand  and  the  all- 
cargo  carriers  on  the  other  inherent  in 
the  terms  of  their  certificates  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  and  their 
grating  responsibilities  thereunder. 
Thus,  the  Board  has  already  established 
a  delineation  of  roles  for  the  all-cargo 
and  the  combination  carriers.  The 
Wlicy  adopted  herein  accomplishes  a 
iiulher  delineation  of  the  respective 
roles  of  these  two  groups  of  air  carriers, 
jn  accordance  with  the  Board’s  author¬ 
ity  under  section  416(a)  of  the  Act  to 


establish  such  just  and  reasonable  clas¬ 
sifications  or  groups  of  air  carriers  as 
the  nature  of  their  services  shall  require. 

The  Board  has  only  recently  reviewed 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity  re¬ 
quirements  for  the  dmnestic  all-cargo 
carriers,  and  concluded  that  these  car¬ 
riers  have  earned  themselves  a  place  as 
all-cargo  specialists  in  the  United  States 
air  transportation  system.  We  there 
noted  the  contribution  of  the  all-cargo 
carriers  to  the  develc^nnmit  of  volume 
freight  operations  in  all-cargo  aircraft, 
rendered  despite  the  competitive  dis¬ 
advantages  they  face.  Thus,  in  Ihe 
Domestic  Cai^o — ^Idail  Service  Case,  Or¬ 
der  E-18300,  May  3, 1962  (Docket  10067) , 
we  stated  as  follows: 

*  *  *  The  Board  is  satisfled  tbat  in  spite 
of  the  dlfflcultiee  encountered  and  losses 
incurred,  ttie  all-cargo  experiment  has  been 
of  real  benefit  to  the  natl<m  as  a  whole  as 
weU  as  to  the  shippers  and  recipients  of 
cargo.  It  is  convinoed  that  the  specialized 
and  stimulating  effects  of  the  aU-cargo  car¬ 
riers  are  needed  for  the  intensive  develc^ 
ment  of  the  freight  potential  which  is  still 
required  and  that  the  renewal  of  three  of 
the  four  all-cargo  appUcants  on  oonven- 
tional,  linear  routes  wlU  serve  a  useful  pmr- 
pose  and  Is  required  by  the  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity,  (mlmeo  p.  7) 

In  concluding  that  The  Slick  Corpora¬ 
tion  and  The  Flsdng  Tiger  Line  Inc. 
should  be  granted  permanent  certifica¬ 
tion,  we  noted: 

*  *  *  Slick  and  Tiger  have  been  certifi¬ 
cated  carriers  since  1960;  they  have  estab¬ 
lished  themselves  as  carriers  of  substantial 
volumes  of  cargo;  they  have  perfcxmed  a 
useful  imblic  service  and  have  benefited 
both  the  commercial  and  national  defense 
needs  of  the  nation;  they  r^resent  a  signifi¬ 
cant  part  of  our  air  transportation  S3rstem; 
and,  in  our  Judgment,  they  have  ecumed  per¬ 
manent  certification,  (mlmeo  p.  38) 

We  have  expressed  similar  views  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  the  international  all-cargo 
carriers.^ 

^See  Transatlantic  Cargo  Case,  21  C.A3. 
671,  680-84  (1954);  Seaboard  &  Western 
Airlines,  Inc.,  Bfail  Authorization,  29  CA3. 
49,  55  (1959);  Aerovias  Sud  Americana,  Inc., 
Certificate  Renewal  and  Extension  Case,  30 
CA..B.  108,  109,  126-127  (1969);  Service  to 
Puerto  Rico  Case,  26  CAB.  72,  74,  159-60 
(1957). 


A  logical  means  of  further  delineating 
the  role  of  the  all-cargo  carriers  is  to 
foster  their  development  as  specialists 
for  large  volume  air  freight  service  in 
all-cargo  aircraft.  The  reservation  of 
blocked  space  arrangements  exclusively 
to  the  all-cargo  carriers  is  consistent 
with  this  objective.  The  increased  con¬ 
centration  of  the  all-cargo  carriers  on 
large  volume  traffic  can  be  expected  to 
be  followed  by  a  shift  of  small  volume 
shipments  to  the  combination  carriers, 
whose  cargo  operations  supplement  their 
passenger  services  and  who  are  better 
suited  for  meeting  the  needs  of  this 
category  of  traffic  and  at  less  cost. 

Blocked  space  traffic  will  consist  al¬ 
most  entirely  of  that  produced  by  fre¬ 
quent,  regular  and  high  volume  shippers. 
Such  traffic  constitutes  a  category  having 
particular  need  for  a  specialized  tjrpe 
of  service  marked,  among  other  things, 
by  low  rates,  appropriately  convenient 
schedules  and  assurance  that  space  will 
be  availaffie  when  needed.  The  great 
bulk  of  such  traffic  is  now  moved  on 
surface  carriers,  and,  if  air  carriers 
achieve  a  breakt^ough  in  properly  serv¬ 
icing  such  traffic,  a  potential  market  of 
considerable  proportions  wiU  become 
available  to  them.  However,  there  is 
much  to  be  done  before  such  a  break¬ 
through  can  be  brought  about.  Mar- 
ketix^  techniques  specifically  geared  to 
the  needs  of  high  voliune  shippers  will 
have  to  be  developed  and  perfected. 
Improvements  through  greater  speciali¬ 
zation  must  be  obtained  in  the  per¬ 
formance  of  loading,  unloading  and  other 
ground  services.  Specialized  aircraft 
need  to  be  developed  along  with  tech¬ 
niques  for  more  efficient  use  of  such 
aircraft  in  a  service  that  will  be  attrac¬ 
tive  to  high  volume  shippers.  All  of 
these  factors  point  to  a  need  for  greater 
specialization,  and  we  are  convinced  that 
assigning  the  exclusive  role  of  perfecting 
blocked  space  service  to  the  specialized 
all-cai^o  carrier  will  hasten  the  achieve¬ 
ment  of  the  needed  breakthrough.  We 
also  believe  that,  if  we  are  properly  to 
perform  our  responsibility  to  promote 
air  transportation  under  the  Act,  we 
should  do  everything  we  can  to  bring 
about  the  earliest  possible  achievement 
of  this  breakthrough. 

For  air  carriers  to  obtain  a  much 
larger  proportion  of  the  high  volume 
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traffic  referred  to  above,  it  is  apparent 
that  they  must  achieve  a  reduc^n  in 
rates  to  a  level  which,  considering  the 
speed  and  other  advantages  of  air  trans* 
portation,  will  be  attractive  to  shippers. 
Blo^ed  space  arrangements  would  I4>- 
pear  to  provide  a  means  for  obtaining 
better  planning  on  the  part  of  carriers 
as  well  as  shippers.  Such  improved 
planning  makes  i)Osslble  more  efficient 
utilization  of  equipment  and  the  obtain¬ 
ing  of  higher  load  factors  which  in  turn 
may  make  a  significant  reduction  in 
rates  possible.  However,*  the  needed  im¬ 
provement  in  equipment  utilization  and 
load  factors  cannot  be  obtained  if  the 
traffic  from  blocked  space  arrangements 
is  spread  too  thinly  among  carriers. 
Thus,  if  the  blocked  space  concept  is  to 
be  given  a  true  test,  we  must  make  sure 
that  excessive  blocked  space  capacity  is 
not  offered.  For  this  reason  in  partic¬ 
ular.  our  policy  contemplates  that  only 
the  all-cargo  carriers  will  be  permitted  to 
offer  blocked  space  service  at  this  time. 

There  is  also  every  reason  to  believe 
that  the  specialization  will  be  of  signi¬ 
ficant  benefit  in  helping  to  develop  new 
and  better  techniques  particularly 
adapted  to  serving  the  peculiar  needs 
of  high  volume  and  other  forms  of  traf¬ 
fic.  Moreover,  the  further  development 
of  advanced  methods  for  the  speedy 
handling  of  high  volume  freight  can  be 
of  significant  potential  value  to  the  mili¬ 
tary  establishment. 

Assigning  the  all-cargo  carriers  the 
exclusive  role  of  performing  blocked 
space  service  will,  we  believe,  provide 
them  with  a  needed  source  of  financial 
strengthening.  We  recognize,  of  course, 
that  some  traffic  now  moving  on  the 
cargo  services  of  the  combination  car¬ 
riers  may  be  diverted  to  the  block  space 
services  of  the  all-cargo  carriers,  but 
we  do  not  believe  that  such  diversion 
would  be  significant.  Moreover,  these 
carriers  can  be  expected  to  acquire  an 
increasing  share  of  small  package  ship¬ 
ments.  Some  traffic  now  moving  on  the 
all-cargo  carriers  at  regular  rates  will 
be  diverted  to  their  lower  blocked  space 
rates.  However,  there  is  no  reason  to 
believe  that  attractive  blocked  space 
rates  and  the  benefits  of  speclsdization 
will  not  ultimately  bring  a^ut  an  in¬ 
crease  in  traffic  more  than  offsetting  any 
such  diversion. 

It  has  also  been  proposed  that  the  all¬ 
cargo  carriers  should  be  authorized  to 
sell  blocked  space  to  the  Railway  Express 
Agency  and  other  surface  carriers  as  well 
as  combination  carriers,  ah*  freight  for¬ 
warders.  and  Individiial  shippers.  How¬ 
ever,  if  surface  carriers  are  lawfully  to 
use  blocked  space  rates,  they  must  obtain 
appropriate  Indirect  air  carrier  author¬ 
ity.  An  application  for  an  exemption 
seeking  necessary  authority  to  utilize 
blocked  space  has  been  filed  by  Railway 
Express  Agency  (REA)  and  is  presently 
pending.  Rather  than  deal  with  the 
question  of  a  surface  carrier  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  use  blocked  space  here,  we  will 
reserve  Judgment  until  such  time  as  we 
are  in  a  position  to  dispose  of  REA’s 
application. 

By  adoption  of  this  policy  statement 
the  Board  means  only  to  indicate  its 
approval  of  the  blocked  space  concept 
when  employed  by  the  all-cargo  carriers. 


The  lawfulness  of  ttie  details  of  any  par¬ 
ticular  blocked  space  tariff  will  have  to 
be  evaluated  according  to  usual  rate 
principles  and  practice.  Similarly  any 
particular  blocked  space  agreements 
which  are  required  to  be  filed  with  the 
Board  under  section  412  of  the  Act  will 
have  to  be  tested  individually  against 
the  public  Interest  standard  of  that 
provision. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  hereby  amends 
Part  399,  its  Statements  of  General  Pol¬ 
icy  (14  cnPR  Part  399),  effective  August 
7,  1964,  by  adding  to  Subpart  C  the  fol¬ 
lowing  new  §  399.37  to  read  as  foDows: 

§  399.37  Blocked  space  service. 

(a)  As  used  in  this  section: 

(1)  “AU-cargo  carrier”  means  an  air 
carrier  holding  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  401(d)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  which  au¬ 
thorizes  the  carriage  of  property  only 
or  of  property  and  mail  only. 

(2)  “Blocked  space  service”  means  the 
carriage  of  property  in  all-cargo  aircraft 
at  wholesale  rates  pursuant  to  an  effec¬ 
tive  tariff  stating  a  rate  applicable  only 
when  the  user  reserves  and  agrees  to  pay 
for  a  specified  amount  of  space  or  lift 
on  a  re^arly  recurring  basis  for  a  period 
of  not  less  than  60  da3^. 

(3)  “Combination  carrier”  means  an 
air  carrier  holding  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  401(d)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the 
Act  which  authorizes  the  carriage  of  per¬ 
sons,  property  and  mail  or  persons  and 
property  only. 

(b)  It  is  the  policy  of  the  Board  to 
permit  all -cargo  carriers  to  provide 
blocked  space  service  to  (1)  such  combi¬ 
nation  carriers  as  may  choose  to  use  it 
to  provide  service  over  routes  which  are 
certificated  to  both  the  combination  and 
the  all-cargo  carrier  involved;  (2)  air 
freight  forwarders;  and  (3)  large  volume 
individual  shippers. 

(c)  It  is  the  policy  of  the  Board  not 
to  permit  combination  carriers  to  pro¬ 
vide  blocked  space  service. 

(Secs.  204(a),  416(s).  Federal  ATlati<m  Act 
of  1958,  72  Stat.  743,  771;  40  UA.C.  1324,  1386, 
sec.  3  of  Administrative  Procedure  Act,  60 
Stat.  238.  5  n.S.C.  1002) 

Notx:  This  is  Amendment  No.  3  to  Part 
399  effective  January  29,  1964. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board.* 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson. 

Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  64-8150;  FUed,  Aug.  12,  1964; 

8:45  a.m.] 

Chapter  III — Federal  Aviation  Agency 
subchapter  c— aircraft  regulations 

[Reg.  Docket  No.  6130;  Arndt.  792] 

PART  507— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Boeing  Models  707  and  720  Series 
Aircraft 

Amendment  568,  28  F.R.  5153,  AD  63- 
11-1,  requires  inspection  of  the  main 

*  Dissenting  statement  of  members  Gurney 
and  GilliUand  filed  as  part  of  ori£;inal  docu¬ 
ment. 


landing  gear  truck  beam  of  Boeing 
Models  707  and  720  Series  aircraft  every 
500  hours'  time  in  service.  A  review  of 
the  results  of  the  Inspections  conducted 
Indicates  that  this  inspection  interval 
can  be  increased  without  adversely  af¬ 
fecting  safety.  Therefore,  Amendment 
568,  AD  63-11-1,  is  being  revised  to  ex¬ 
tend  the  inspection  interval  to  600  hours’ 
time  in  service. 

Since  this  amendment  relieves  a  pre¬ 
vious  requirement  and  imposes  no  addi¬ 
tional  burden  on  any  person,  notice  and 
public  procedure  hereon  are  unnecessary 
and  the  amendment  may  be  made  effec¬ 
tive  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  FH.  6489), 
9  507.10(a)  of  Part  507  (14  CFR  Part 
507),  is  amended  as  follows: 

Amendment  568,  28  F.R.  5153.  AD  63- 
11-1,  Boeing  Models  707  and  720  Series 
aircraft,  is  amended  by: 

1.  Change  the  repetitive  inspection  in¬ 
terval  in  paragraph  (d)  (4)  (iv)  from, 
“not  to  exceed  500  hours'  time  in  service”, 
to  “not  to  exceed  600  hours'  time  in 
service”. 

2.  Change  the  500  hour  increased  time 
interval  in  the  first  and  last  sentence  of 
paragraph  (e) ,  to  600  hours  by  substitut¬ 
ing  the  figure  “600”  for  the  figure  “500”, 

'This  amendment  shall  become  effective 
August  14,  1964. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603;  72  Stat.  752,  775,  776; 
49  UJS.C.  1354(a).  1421,  1423) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  7,  1964. 

G.  S.  Moore, 
Director, 

Flight  Standards  Service. 

[FJl.  Doc.  64-8176;  FUed,  Aug,  12.  1964; 

8:48  ajn.] 

[Reg.  Docket  No.  6131;  Arndt.  793] 

PART  507— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Douglas  Model  DC--8  Series  Aircraft 

Amendment  665,  29  FJl.  13,  AD  63- 
27-1,  as  revised  by  Amendment  720,  29 
FJl.  5542,  requires  inspection  of  the 
bogie  beam  assembly  and  repair  or  re¬ 
placement  of  any  found  defective  on 
Douglas  Model  DC-8  Series  aircraft. 
Investigation  of  a  request  for  extension 
of  the  lubrication  intervals  required  by 
Amendment  665,  AD  63-27-1,  showed 
that  extensions  based  on  good  service 
experience  could  be  granted  without  af¬ 
fecting  the  level  of  safety.  Therefore, 
Amendment  665,  as  revisM  by  Amend¬ 
ment  720,  is  being  further  revised  to 
permit  extension  of  the  lubrication 
Intervals  where  justified. 

Since  this  amendment  provides  a 
procedure  by  which  a  different  lubrica¬ 
tion  interval  may  be  established  for  the 
operators  concerned  and  thus  relieves  a 
present  restriction,  compliance  with 
notice  and  public  procedure  hereon  are 
unnecessary  and  the  amendment  may  be 
made  effective  upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  w 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  FR.  6489) , 
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1607.10(a)  of  Part  507  (14  CFR  Part 
507)  is  amezided  as  follows: 

Amendmont  665,  29  FJEt.  IS,  AD  99— 
37-1,  as  rerised  by  Amendmait  720,  29 
FA.  5542.  Douglas  Model  DC-8  Series 
aircraft,  is  further  revised  by  changing 
Paragraph  (e)  to  read; 

(e)  Upon  request  of  an  operator,  an  FAA 
maintenance  inspector,  subject  to  ivlor 
wproval  of  the  Chief,  Aircraft  Engineering 
n^lon.  FAA  Western  Region,  may  adjust 
the  repetitive  Inspection  intervals  and  lu- 
hrlcatlon  intervals  specified  in  this  AD  to 
pe^t  compliance  at  an  established  period 
of  the  operator  if  the  request  contains 
inbetantiatlng  data  to  Justify  the  increase 
for  such  operator. 

This  amendment  shaU  beccmie  effective 
August  14. 1964. 

(Secs.  813(a),  601.  608;  72  Stat.  762,  776,  776; 
40  UJ3.C.  1854(a).  1421.  1428) 

Issued  In  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
7,1964. 

O.  S.  Moors, 
Director, 

Flight  Standards  Service. 

[PB.  Doc.  64-8177;  Filed,  Aug.  12.  1964; 
8:48ajn.] 


Title  32— NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Chopter  VII — Department  of  the  Air 
Force 

SUSCHAPTER  W— AIR  FORCE  PROCUREMENT 
INSTRUCTION 

MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS  TO 
SUBCHAPTER 

Subchapter  W  of  Title  32  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

PART  1001— GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Subpart  B— Definition  of  Terms 

8S 1001J201-51, 1001.201-61, 1001.201- 
63  [Deleted] 

1.  Delete  |§  1001.201-51,  1001.201-61, 
and  1001.201-63. 

§  1001.201-38  [Amended] 

1  In  8  1001.201-58  delete  the  comma 
between  “APLC”  and  “air  materieL" 

Subpart  C — General  Policies 
IS  1001.350, 1001.364  [Deleted] 

1.  Delete  89  1001.350  and  1001.364. 

2.  Add  new  8  1001.366  as  follows: 

8 1001.366  Allegati<ma  concerning  the 
competitive  procurement  program. 

(a)  Where  allegations  are  made  that 
the  Air  Force  Competitive  Procurement 
Pro?ram  has  or  will  have  the  effect  of 
degrading  the  quality  and  reliability  of 
*teins  procured  competitively,  such  alle- 
Ktions  will  be  thoroughly  reviewed  by 
the  chief  of  the  activity  where  the  aUe- 
ption  was  made.  Where  appropriate, 
investigations  will  be  conducted  to  ascer¬ 
tain  the  facts. 

Where  the  facts  appear  to  lend 
TOUolty  to  the  allegation,  all  pertinent 
iwonnation  will  be  forwarded  through 
ro^and  channels,  including  APSC  and 
activities  through  APSC  (S<3KP) 
other  activities  through  APLC 
iMCPA),  to  Hq  USAP  (APSPPBA). 


^  FEDERAL  REGISTER 

The  file  should  contain  sn^cient  infor¬ 
mation  of  all  the  circumstances  con¬ 
nected  with  the  allegation.  The  file 
should  also  include  complete  identifica¬ 
tion  of  any  r^nilations,  pcdicy,  or  pro¬ 
cedures  issued  at  DOD  or  Hq  USAF  level 
which  may  have  led  to  the  allegation. 

Subpart  D— Procurement  Responsi¬ 
bility  and  Authority 

1.  In  8  1001.453: 

a.  In  paragraph  (j)  revise  subdivision 
(d)  of  sulH)aragn4>h  (l)(ii>  and  sub- 
paragrai^  (2) . 

b.  In  paragraph  (1)  add  new  last  sen¬ 
tence  to  subparagraph  (3) . 

c.  Revise  paragraph  (m)(4),  as 
follows: 

§  1001.453  Delegatums  of  authmity. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(])••• 

(!)••• 

(U)  •  •  • 

(d)  The  individuals  responsible  for 
ratification  in  the  major  air  commands 
(other  than  APSC) ,  and  AFIX:  activities 
will  advise  AFLC  (MCT^P) ,  and  the  com¬ 
manders  of  AP75C  activities  will  advise 
AFSC  (SCEP) ,  of  each  transaction  sub¬ 
mitted  for  review  under  this  subpara- 
gn^  (1) ,  indicating  whether  or  not  the 
transaction  was  ratified.  This  written 
notification  should  identify  the  base  in¬ 
volved,  the  commodity  or  service  pro¬ 
cured,  and  the  dollar  amount  ol  the 
transaction. 

(2)  Purchases  involving  more  than 
$2,500  made  by  persons  to  whom  requisite 
authority  has  not  been  delegated  may 
be  ratified  only  by  the  Director  of  Pro- 
ciurement  and  Production  at  Hq  APLC, 
or  the  Deputy  Chief  of  Staff.  Procure¬ 
ment  and  Production  at  Hq  AFSC. 
Commanders  will  cause  to  be  prepared 
the  material  and  information  required 
by  subparagraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph 
and  forwarded  to  AFLC  (MCPKA),  or 
AFSC  (SCKP) ,  as  appropriate.  All  such 
transactions  nnist  be  reviewed  by  the 
Staff  Judge  Advocate,  Hq  AFLC  or  Hq 
AFSC,  as  appropriate.  The  Director  of 
Procurement  and  Production.  Hq  AFLC, 
and  the  Director  of  Procurement.  Hq 
APSC,  will  inform  the  Director  of  Pro¬ 
curement  Policy.  Hq  USAF,  of  each 
transaction  submitted  for  review  under 
this  subparagraidi  indicating  yrhether 
or  not  the  transaction  was  ratified. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(!)••• 

(3)  *  *  *  Such  contracts  are  required 
to  include  on  their  face  as  an  adminis¬ 
trative  recital  a  bona  fide  ertimate  of 
such  aggregate  amount. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(m)  •  •  • 

(4)  Contract  change  notifications  is¬ 
sued  according  to  Subpart  C,  Part  1054 
of  this  subchapter. 

*  •  •  •  • 

2.  Revise  8  1001.457(a)  (13)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1001.457  Authority  to  enter  into,  eze- 

cnte  and  approve  contracts. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(13)  With  respect  to  8  1001.453(J), 
the  Director  of  Procurement  and  Pro¬ 


duction,  Hq  AFLC,  has  delegated  to  the 
commanders  of  all  major  air  commands 
(except  AFSC)  uid  the  commanders  of 
the  fbst  echelon  of  command  immedi¬ 
ately  subordinate  to  Hq  AFLC;  the 
Deputy  Chief  of  Staff.  Procurement  and 
Production.  Hq  AFSC.  has  delegated  to 
the  commanders  of  the  first  echelon  of 
command  Immediately  subordinate  to 
Hq  AFSC,  authority  to  ratify  any  trans¬ 
action  involving  $2,500  or  less.  Such 
delegations  by  the  I^ector  of  Procure¬ 
ment  and  Production.  Hq  AFLC,  to  major 
air  commanders  permit  further  redele¬ 
gation  of  this  authority  to  the  DCS/ 
materiel  or  other  comparable  office  with¬ 
in  the  major  air  command  headquarters. 
In  no  event  will  such  autimrity  be  re¬ 
delegated  to  contracting  officers  at  any 
level. 

•  •  •  •  * 


PART  1003— PROCUREMENT  BY 
NEGOTIATION 

Subpart  C — Determinations  and 
Findings 

Revise  8  1003.301(c)  to  read  as  follows: 
§  1003.301  Nature  of  determinations 
and  findings. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  Under  current  laws  and  regula¬ 
tion  governing  negotiated  procurements 
in  which  a  Secretarial  Determinations 
and  Findings  is  required,  such  Determi¬ 
nations  and  .  Findings  must  be  executed 
before  a  R^uest  for  Proposal  can  be 
issued  by  the  Air  Force,  or  negotiations 
otherwise  begun.  At  that  early  stage  of 
a  research  and  development  program 
the  technical  aspects  of  the  program 
often  have  not  been  determined  suffi¬ 
ciently  to  permit  final  technical  approval 
by  SAF-RD.  Consequently,  in  any  case 
where  a  Determination  and  Findings 
under  10  UJS.C.  2304(a)  (11)  (9  3.211  of 
this  title)  is  iqjproved  witii  only  pre¬ 
liminary  approval  as  to  technical  valid¬ 
ity,  the  procuring  activity  must  obtain 
specific  notification  of  final  technical 
approval  by  SAF-RD  prior  to  contract 
signature.  Similar  technical  v^proval 
must  be  obtained  for  any  subsequent  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  period  of  contract^, per¬ 
formance  beyond  that  previously  iq)- 
proved,  or  for  any  substantial  change 
in  the  nature  or  extent  of  the  work 
authorized.  Where  doubt  exists  as  to 
extent  of  authorization,  clarification 
should  be  sought.  This  approval  will 
be  furnished  to  the  contracting  officer 
by  direction/authorization  from  Hq 
USAP,  which  will  cite  approval  by  SAF- 
RD,  reference  the  pertinent  Determina¬ 
tions  and  Findings  and  outline  any 
restrictions  which  may  be  imposed  on  the 
procurement. 

«  «  *  •  • 
Subpart  D— Types  of  Contracts 

Add  new  88  1003.405-2  and  1003.405-3 
as  follows: 

§  1003.405—2  Coat  coatnict. 

This  contract  tjqie  is  identified  by  the 
symbol  CR. 

§  1003.405—3  Cost-sharing  contract. 

This  contract  type  is  identified  by  the 
sjrmbol  CS. 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


PART  1004~SPECIAL  TYPES  AND 
METHODS  OF  PROCUREMENT 

Subpart  Y — Packing  and  Crating 
§  1004.2502  [Amended] 

In  1 1004.2502  delete  the  last  sentence. 

PART  1006— FOREIGN  PURCHASES 

Subpart  A  Buy  American  Act; 
Supply  and  Service  Contracts 

§§  1006.103-3,  1006.104-1,  1006.104-2 
[Deleted] 

Delete  811006.103-3.  1006.104-1.  and 
1006.104-2. 

Subpart  B— Buy  American  Act; 
Construction  Contracts 
§  1006.204-3  [Amended] 

In  1  1006.204-3  (a)  to  (b)  delete  the 
reference  and  insert  “No  Implementa¬ 
tion.” 

Subpart  D — Purchases  From  Soviet- 
Controlled  Areas 
§  1006.402  [Amended] 

In  8  1006.402(a)  (1)  delete  the  refer¬ 
ence  and  Insert  “No  Implementation.’* 

Subpart  E — Canadian  Purchases 
§  1006.503  [Deleted] 

'  Delete  8  1006.503. 


PART  1007— CONTRAa  CLAUSES 
§§  1007.000— 1007.000-6  [Deleted] 
Delete  88  1007.000  through  1007.000-6. 

Subpart  A — Clauses  for  Fixed-Price 
Supply  Contracts 

§§  1007.100,  1007.102,  1007.103-8, 

1007.104-23,  1007.104-25,  1007.. 
104-50,  1007.105-1,  1007.105-4, 
1007.109-1,  1007.109-3  [Deleted] 

1.  Ddete  88  1007.100.  1007.102.  1007.- 

103- 8,  1007.104-23.  1007.104-25,  1007.- 

104- 50,  1007.105-1,  1007.105-4,  1007.109- 
1.  and  1007.109-3. 

§  1007.103  [Amended]  . 

2.  In  8  1007.103  delete  the  entire  text. 
Subpart  E  is  revised  to  read  ks  follows: 

Subpart  E — Clauses  for  Personal 
Services  Contracts 

Sec. 

1007.503  Required  clauses. 

1007.503-7  Termination. 

Authobixt:  The  jM-ovlslons  of  this  Subpart 
X  Issued  under  sec.  8012,  70A  Stat.  488; 
10  UR.C.  8012.  Interpret  or  apply  secs. 
2301-2314,  70A  Stat.  127-138;  10  UR.O. 

2301-2314. 

§  1007.503  Required  clauses. 

§  1007.503—7  Termination. 

Insert  the  clause  set  fOTth  in  8  1008.750 
of  this  subchapter,  which  includes 
8  7.503-7  of  this  title. 


Subpart  F— Clauses  for  Fixed  Price 
Construction  Contracts 

§1007.602-53,  1007.604-50,  1007.604- 
51  [Deleted] 

Delete  88  1007.602-53, 1007.604-50,  and 
1007.604-51. 

Subpart  W — Clauses  for  Time  and 
Materials  Contracts 

Subpart  W  is  deleted. 

Subpart  FF — Clauses  for  Bakery  and 
Dairy  Products  Contracts 

Revise  8  1007.3203-5  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1007.3203—5  Assignment  of  rlsims- 

Insert  the  clause  set  forth  in  8  7.103-8 
of  this  title,  but  see  8  1007.103-8. 

Subpart  GG — Clauses  for  Laundry 
or  Dry  Cleaning  Contracts 

Revise  8  1007.3303-3  to  read  as  foUows: 

§  1007.3303—3  Assignment  of  claims. 

Insert  the  clause  set  forth  in  8  7.103-8 
of  this  title,  but  see  8  1007.103-8. 

Subpart  II — Clauses  for  Packing 
and  Crating  Contracts 

Revise  8  1007.3504-5  to  read  as  follows: 
§  1007.3504-5  Assignment  of  rlaim*. 

Insert  the  clause  in  8  7.103-8  of  this 
title,  but  see  8  1007.103-8. 

Subpart  JJ — Contracts  for  Care  of 
Remains 

Revise  8  1007,3604-5  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1007.3604—5  Assignment  of  claims. 

Insert  the  clause  in  8  7.103-8  of  this 
title,  but  see  8  1007.103-8. 

Subpart  NFL— Special  Clauses 

Revise  the  clause  in  8  1007.4048(a)  to 
read  as  follows:  ^ 

§  1007.4048  Safety  precautions  for  all 
types  of  dangerous  materials. 

(a)  •  •  • 

SAfxrr  PaxcAimoNS  Fob  Dakgkbous  Matb- 
BIALS  (JUNB  1964) 

(a)  •  •  • 

(b)  The  Ck>ntractor  shall  comply  with  the 
Intent  of  appUoable  portions  of  AF  Technical 
Orders  110-1-6,  42B1-1-6,  OO-llON-8;  AF 
Manuals  127-100,  71-4,  75-2;  AF  Reg\ilatlon 
86-6;  and  Manufacturing  Chemists’  Associa¬ 
tion.  Inc.,  Mantial  L-l,  entitled  “Warning 
Labels,”  In  addition  to  appUcable  local,  state 
and  federal  ordincmces,  laws,  and  codes.  In¬ 
cluding  latest  changes,  revisions  and/or  sup¬ 
plements  thereto.  In  effect  on  the  date  of 
this  contract.  In  the  development,  testing, 
storage,  manufacture,  packaging,  transporta¬ 
tion,  htmdllng,  disposal,  or  use  of  dang;erous 
materials,  which  may  affect  the  performance 
of  this  contract,  whether  such  performance 
Is  on  premises  controlled  by  the  OovemAient 
or  otherwise.  TTie  Contractor  shaU  comply 
with  the  requirement  for  shippers  certificate 
in  accordance  with  AFM  71-4  if  shipment  of 
dangerous  materials  Is  to  be  made  by  mUltary 
air  or  to  an  aerial  port  of  embarkation.  TTie 
Contractor  shall  also  comply  with  any  addi¬ 
tional  safety  measures  required  by  the  Con¬ 


tracting  Officer  with  regard  to  such  dangerous 
materials;  provided,  that  if  ccxnpllance  with 
such  additional  safety  measuree  results  in  a 
material  increase  In  the  cost  or  time  of  per- 
formance  of  the  contract,  an  equitable  ad¬ 
justment  will  be  made  In  accordance  with  the 
clause  hereof  entitled  "Changes.” 

(c)  The  Ck>ntractor  agrees  to  Insert  in 
every  subcontract  hereimder  which  requires 
the  development,  testing,  storage,  manufac¬ 
ture,  paclOng,  transporting,  handling,  dis¬ 
posal  or  use  of  dangerous  materials,  as 
defined  In  paragraph  (a)  above,  the  sub¬ 
stance  of  the  foregoing  paragraphs  (a)  and 
(5). 

(d)  Insofar  as  applicable  to  contract  or 
subcontract  work  or  services  hereunder,  re- 
qxilrements  of  the  following  exhibits'  are 
hereby  Invoked:  MIL-STO’s  129C,  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  caUed  out  by  MIL-Ii-9931,  130A  to  the 
extent  called  out  by  MIL-li-9931,  444  and 
709;  MUf-A— 9836,  MI1j-L-6835  and  9931;  AF 
T.Q.  11A-1-47;JCC  Regulations  T.C.  George’s 
Tariff  No.  15;  Fround’s  Tariff  No.  11,  Motor 
Carrier  Explosives  and  Dangerous  Articles 
Tariff;  Restricted  Articles  Tariff  No.  6C  (In¬ 
cluding  AFB  No.  14  and  CAB  No.  18);  US 
Coast  Guard  RegtUatlons  and  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency  Regulations. 

•  •  •  *  * 


PART  1008— TERMINATION  OF 
CONTRAaS 

Subpart  G — Clauses 
§  1008.754  [Deleted] 

Delete  8  1008.754. 


PART  1 01 0— BONDS  AND 
INSURANCE 

Subpart  C — Insurance;  General 

Add  the  following  material  to 
8  1010.303-50  as  follows: 

§  1010.303—50  Unusually  hazardous 
risks. 

,•  •  •  Requests  for  inf ormation,  or  the 
original  and  three  copies  of  the  request 
for  authorization  to  use  such  indemnity 
provisions,  will  be  directed  as  follows: 
For  activities  within  jurisdictional  au¬ 
thority  of  AFLC,  to  MCPC  for  further 
processing  to  Hq  USAF  after  coordina- 
•  tion  with  the  StaJff  Judge  Advocate 
(MCJ) ;  within  APSC,  to  (SCK-3)  with 
an  extra  copy  to  APSC  (SCKPP). 
SCK-3  will  process  the  request  to  Hq 
USAF  after  obtaining  coordination  from  / 
SCKPF  and  the  Staff  Judge  Advocate 
(SCJ). 


PART  1011— FEDERAL,  STATE,  AND 
LOCAL  TAXES 

§§  1011.000,  1011.052,  1011.053  [De¬ 
leted] 

Delete  §§  1011.000,  1011.052  and  1011.- 
053. 

Subpart  A — Federal  Excise  Taxes 

§§  1011.101-1,  1011.101-3,  1011.102-1, 
1011.102-2,  1011.102-4  [Deleted] 

Delete  88  1011.101-1, 1011.101-3, 1011.- 
102-1,  1011.102-2  and  1011.102-4. 
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Sttbpart  B— Exemptions  From 
Fodoral  Excise  Taxes 

|§  1011.202, 1011.204  [Deleted] 

Delete  98  1011^02  and  1011.204. 
Subpart  C — State  and  Local  Taxes 
8 1011.302  [Deleted] 

1.  Delete  8  1011.302. 

2.  Revise  9  1011.351  to  read  as  follows: 

1 1011.351  Michigan  sales  and  nse  tax; 
construction  contracts. 

(a)  Scope:  The  provisions  of  this  sec> 
tion  relate  to  contracts  calling  for  con¬ 
struction-type  work  (whether  or  not 
formally  designated  as  construction 
contracts)  performed  in  the  State  of 
Mictiigan. 

(b)  Instructions  to  contractors; 

(1)  The  Michigan  Supreme  Court,  in 
the  case  of  Knapp-Stiles  v.  Revenue,  122 
N.  W.  2d  642,  has  ruled  that  the  4  percent 
Michigan  Use  Tax  does  not  apply  on 
purchases  of  tangible  property  by  a  con¬ 
tractor  when  such  property  will  be  com- 
pleteb^  consumed  or  incorporated  into 
and  made  a  part  of  Federal  construction 
projects  in  the  perfonnance  of  a  contract 
for  the  Federal  Government. 

(2)  State  taxing  authorities  will  no 
longer  reqiiire  contractors  performing 
Federal  contracts  to  maintain  use  tax 
registration  for  reporting  such  taxes. 
Accordingly,  such  contractors  ^ould  be 
advised  of  the  elimination  of  the  require¬ 
ment  for  registration  and  the  fding  of 
monthly  returns  for  such  taxes. 

(3)  Previous  Instructions  have  di¬ 
rected  the  nonpayment  of  this  tax  ac- 
cording  to  the  agreement  with  the  State. 
In  the  event,  notwithstanding  this  in¬ 
fraction,  a  contractor  has  paid  this  tax 
and  Included  same  in  price  or  seeks 
reimbursement,  the  cognizant  contract¬ 
ing  ofldeer  should  furnish  this  informa¬ 
tion  to  AFLC  (MCJ)  through  their  local 
•taff  Judge  advocate.  Such  notification 
lill  include  the  following  information: 

(i)  Amount  of  tax,  description  and  use 
d  the  property  taxM,  contract  number 
tnd  pertinent  contract  provisions. 

(ii)  A  copy  of  the  assessment  if  one 
was  made,  and  other  information  or  cor- 

I  respondence  which  relates  to  the  tax 
in  question. 

(c)  To  insure  that  prospective  con¬ 
tractors  are  aware  of  this  exemption, 

following  provisions  will  be  Included 
in  all  IPBs,  RFPs  and  RFQs,  wherein  the 
procurement  of  construction-tsrpe  work 
to  be  performed  either  wholly  or  partially 
m  the  State  of  Michigan  is  contemplated. 

MiCHZGAN  SALSS  AMD  USE  TAZ 

Contractor  purohasM  of  tangible  personal 
P«^>erty  that  la  to  be  Incorporated  into  real 
*rt8te  or  completely  consumed  in  the  per- 
"naance  of  construction  work  for  the  Fed- 
•m  Government  are  exempt  from  the  Michl- 
and  Use  Tax.  Accordingly,  prices 
"^tted  in  response  to  this  solicitation 
not  Include  a  factor  for  Michigan 
and  Use  Taxes  on  such  purehases. 

Add  new  88  1011.358  through  1011. 
*53-1.1  as  follows: 

1 1011 .353  Angeles  City  License 

lax. 

(k)  histructiom  to  contractors.  It  is 
•***  intention  of  the  military  depart- 
iro.168 - 8 
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raents  to  challenge  the  validi^  of  the 
Los  Angeles  City  License  Tax  as  it  is 
currently  being  applied  to  contractors 
and  subcontractors  seHing  manufactured 
end  items  direct^  or  indirectly  to  the 
Government  imder  fixed-price  contracts 
and  cost-type  contracts.  Test  litigation 
will  soon  be  Instituted  to  accomplish  this 
purpose.  A  form  letter  of  instructions, 
copy  of  which  is  attached,  has  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Armed  Services  Tax  Group 
(DOD)  for  Issuance  to  contractors  con¬ 
cerned.  The  letter  sets  forth  the  pro¬ 
cedures  to  be  followed  by  government 
contractors  and  subcontractors  in  the 
City  of  Los  Angeles  during  the  pendency 
of  the  test  litigation.  Issuance  thereof 
to  affected  prime  contractors  (who 
should,  in  turn,  instruct  affected  subcon¬ 
tractors)  will  be  accomplished  by  cog¬ 
nizant  ACOs.  Reports  received  from 
contractors  concerning  the  Los  Angeles 
Tax  (see  8  1011.35A-l.l(f)  will  be  for¬ 
warded  to  AFLC  (MCJCO) . 

(b)  Special  tax  clauses.  (1)  The  spe¬ 
cial  clauses  in  subparagraphs  (3)  and 

(4)  of  this  paragraph  are  intended  for 
use  in  sdl  contracts  containing  an  ASPR 
tax  clause  (usually  fixed-price  or  time 
and  materials  contracts),  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  which  will  be  accomplished  either 
wholly  or  partiaUy  in  the  C^ty  of  Los 
Angeles,  California.  A  special  clause  will 
be  inserted  in  contracts  for  services  as 
weU  as  supply  contracts,  since  the  Los 
Angeles  tax,  measured  by  gross  receipts 
of  the  preceding  year,  is  normally  allo¬ 
cated  and  charged  through  overhead 
to  all  contracts  of  the  current  year. 
Thus,  a  subsequent  reduction  in  the 
amoimt  of  license  taxes  for  a  given  year 
is  likely  to  be  refiected  as  a  general  reduc¬ 
tion  in  overhead  for  all  contracts  which 
shared  the  original  cost"  or  burden  for 
such  taxes. 

(2)  Provision  will  be  made  in  IFBs, 
RFPs,  and  RFQs  to  allow  for  the  incor¬ 
poration  of  a  special  tax  clause  in  re¬ 
sultant  contracts  where  appropriate. 
Existing  contracts  need  not  be  amended 
to  incorporate  such  a  clause,  except 
where  new  work  is  added. 

(3)  The  following  .provision  will  be  in- 
serted  in  affected  contracts  containing 
the  tax  clause  in  8  11.401-1  of  this  title. 

Ii06  AMaxi.xs  City  Licbmsb  Taxes 

Notwlihstandliig  any  other  provisions  of 
this  contract: 

(a)  The  contract  price  Includes  allocable 
Los  Angeles  City  License  taxes.  Including 
those  taxes  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  “ad¬ 
ditional  taxes'*)  resulting  from  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  principles  expressed  by  the  Los 
Angeles  City  Attorney  In  his  opinion  dated 
March  2,  1960.  If.  after  the  contract  date, 
the  Contractor  is  not  required  to  pay  or  bear 
the  burden,  or  obtains  a  credit  car  refund  of 
all  or  a  portion  of  said  taxes  from  the  City 
of  Los  Angeles,  the  contract  price  shall  be 
decreased  by  the  amount  of  such  relief  or 
refimd  allocable  to  tbi*  contract,  or  that 
amount  sh^U  be  paid  to  the  Goverxunent,  as 
the  Contracting  Officer  directs.  The  contract 
price  shall  be  similarly  decreased  If  the  Con¬ 
tractor,  through  his  fault  or  negligence  or 
faUure  to  foUow  Instructions  of  the  Contract¬ 
ing  Officer  as  provided  In  (b)  below.  Is  re¬ 
quired  to  pay  or  bear  the  burden  or  does  not 
obtain  a  refund  of  any  such  taxes.  Interest 
paid  or  credited  to  the  Contractor  Incident 
to  a  refiind  of  these  taxes  shall  inure  to  the 
benefit  of  the  Government  to  the  extent  %hakt 
such  Interest  was  earned  after  the  Contractor 
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was  psdd  or  reimbursed  by  the  Government 
for  these  taxes. 

(b)  The  Contractor  shall  comply  with  the 
instructions  of  the  Contracting  Officer  In 
order  to  obtain  a  reduction,  credit  or  refxind 
of  Los  Angeles  City  License  Taxes,  and  the 
contract  prlcA  shall  be  equitably  adjusted 
to  cover  the  costs  of  such  compliance.  In¬ 
cluding  reasonable  attorneys’  fees  arising 
therefrom. 

(c)  The  Contractor  shall  m^taln  accu¬ 
rate  records  showing  the  amount  of  Los 
Angeles  License  Taxes,  and  specifically  the 
amount  of  additional  taxes.  Included  in  the 
contract  price. 

(4)  The  following  provision  will  be  in¬ 
serted  in  affected  contracts  containing 
the  tax  clause  in  8  11.401-2  of  this  title. 

Los  Amgeles  CrrT  License  Taxes 

Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of 
this  contract:  ^ 

(a)  The  contract  price  Includes  allocable 
Los  Angeles  City  License  Taxes,  including 
those  taxes  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  "ad¬ 
ditional  taxes’’)  resiiltlng  from  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  principles  expressed  by  the  Los  An¬ 
geles  City  Attorney  In  his  opinion  dated 
March  2,  1960.  If,  after  the  contract  date, 
the  Ckmtractor  is  not  reqxilred  to  pay  or  bear 
the  burden,  or  obtains  a  credit  or  refund  of 
aU  or  a  portion  of  said  taxes  from  the  City 
of  Los  Angeles,  the  contract  price  siytii  be 
adjusted  In  accordance  with  the  clause 
hereof  entitled  “Federal.  State,  and  Local 
Taxes.”  As  provided  la  said  clause,  the  con¬ 
tract  price  shall  also  be  adjusted  If  the  Con¬ 
tractor,  through  his  fault  or  negligence  or 
falliire  to  foUow  the  Instructions  of  the  Con¬ 
tracting  Officer,  Is  required  to  pay  or  bear 
the  burden  or  does  not  obtain  a  refimd  of 
such  taxes. 

(b)  The  Contractor  nbAii  maintain  ac¬ 
curate  records  showing  the  amotint  of  Los 
Angeles  License  Taxes,  and  specifically  the 
amount  of  additional  taxes,  included  In  the 
contract  price. 

§  1011.358—1  Cost-type  ccmtracts. 

Lo6  Angeles  City  License  Taxes  which 
are  properly  paid  in  accordance  with  the 
Government's  instructions  are,  to  the 
extent  allocable,  reimbursable  under  the 
cost  principles  of  Part  15  of  this  title. 
Special  tax  clauses  are  not  required  for 
cost-type  contracts. 

§  1011.358—1.1^'  Instructions  to  Con¬ 
tractors. 

Lob  Angeles  Crt  License  Tax 

(a)  In  an  opinion  dated  March  2.  1960. 
regaidlng  license  taxes  asserted  to  be  due  on 
Northrop  Oori>oratlon’s  activities  under  con¬ 
tracts  with  the  Federal  Government,  the 
Los  Angeles  City  Attorney  concluded  that: 

(1)  Gross  receipts  derived  from  Govern¬ 
ment  sui^ly  contracts,  entered  Into  on  a 
CPFF  ae  fixed-price  with  progress  pa3rment8 
basis,  are  taxable  In  part  at  the  rates  pro¬ 
vided  In  Los  Angeles  Munlclpcd  CX>de,  Section 
21.167  (“Manufacture  and  Sale  of  Goods, 
Wares  or  Merchandise  at  Retail”),  and  in 
part  at  the  rates  provided  In  Los  Angeles 
Munlcipcd  Code,  Section  21.190  (“Occupa¬ 
tional  and  Professional  License  (Not  Other¬ 
wise  Specifically  Licensed)  ”) . 

(2)  Gross  receipts  derived  from  sales  of 
articles  to  the  Government  pursuant  to  con¬ 
tracts  which  require  shipment  of  said  arti¬ 
cles  on  Government  bills  of  lading  to  desti¬ 
nations  outside  the  State  of  California  are 
not  exempt  from  the  computation  of  the 
license  tax  by  reason  of  Los  Angeles  Munici¬ 
pal  Code,  Section  21—168.1  (“Exclusion  from 
Gross  Receipts”) . 

(b)  As  you  may  previously  have  been  ad¬ 
vised.  It  Is  the  Intention  of  the  military 
departments  to  challenge  the  legal  validity 
of  the  above  conclvislons  of  the  Los  Angeles 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


OLtj  Attorney,  u  made  ^>pllcable  to  oon- 
tracton  and  aubocmtractora  selling  manu¬ 
factured  end  Itons  directly  or  Indirectly  to 
the  Goremment  tmder  flzed-prlce  contracts 
and  cost-type  contracts.  Arrangemmts  are 
presently  being  made  for  a  consolidated  teat 
case  with  ITT  Ollflllan,  Inc.,  and  Hoffman 
Electronics  Corp.  aerring  as  oollUgants.  In¬ 
sofar  as  possible,  all  other  clalme  for  refund 
InvcdTlng  Government  supply  contractors 
and  subcontractors  should  be  held  In  abey¬ 
ance  pending  results  of  the  test  uugatton.  Subporl  O — Pjwparation  and  Issuance 

(c)  Contractors  who  have  not  already  of  Shipping  Instructions 

made  payment  of  license  taxes  imposed  by  r  « 

Los  Angeles  Municipal  Code,  Sections  61.166, 
ai.167  and  21.190,  as  construed  In  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  City  Attorney  opinion,  for  the 
years  1963  and  1964  should  do  so  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  demands  of  the  City.  However, 
the  payment  oi  additional  license  taxes  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  application  of  principles 
expressed  In  the  City  Attorney’s  opinion  Is 
not  to  be  construed  as  acquiescence  In  said 
opinion,  and  rights  to  effect  refunds  of  such 
additional  texes  should  be  timely  preserved.' 

This  same  procedxire  will  be  followed,  at  the 
appropriate  times,  with  respect  ^to  license 
taxes  becoming  due  In  future  years,  tmtll  you 
are  otherwise  advised. 

(d)  Contractors  who  have  withheld  pay¬ 
ment  of  such  license  taxes  allegedly  due  for 
years  prlmr  to  1963,  are  hereby  Instructed  Im¬ 
mediately  to  pay  the  same  In  order  to  pre¬ 
vent  the  accrual  of  further  Interest  and 
penalties.  As  In  the  case  of  license  taxes  for 
1963  and  subsequent  years,  rights  to  effect 
refunds  thereof  should  be  timely  preserved. 

(e)  Payments  made  In  accordance  with 
these  Instructions  should  be  accompanied  by 
the  following  written  statement: 

Payment  of  additional  taxes  resulting  from 
the  application  of  principles  expressed  by 
the  Los  Angeles  City  Attorney  In  his  opinion 
dated  March  3,  1960,  Is  being  made  solely  for 
the  purpose  of  avoiding  the  accrual  of 
further  Interest  and  penalties  and  is  not  to 
be  construed  as  acquiescence  by  (name  of 
contractor)  in  the  legality  of  the  City’s  de¬ 
mands  for  such  payment.  It  Is  contemplated 
that  (name  of  contractor)  will  eventually 
claim  a  refund  of  such  amoxmts  herein  paid 
to  the  City  of  Los  Angeles,  In  accordance 
with  the  administrative  and  Judicial  pro¬ 
cedures  set  forth  In  applicable  portions  of 
the  Los  Angeles  and  California  Codes. 

(f)  Additional  amoimts  at  license  taxes 
pedd  to  the  City  of  Los  Angeles  pursuant  to 
these  instructions  should  be  currently  re¬ 
ported  to  the  Contracting  Officer.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  the  Contracting  Officers  should  be 
advised.  In  pertinent  detail,  of  any  claim  for 
refxmd  which  It  becomes  necessary  to  file 
in  order  to  prevent  expiration  of  statutory 
periods  of  limitation.  (Note:  In  the  case  of 
California  Cigarette  Concessions,  Inc.  v.  City 
of  Los  Angeles.  63  Cal.  2d  866,  360  P.  2d  716, 
it  was  considered  that  the  two-year  statute 
of  limitations  established  by  Section  339, 

Subdivision  1,  Cal.  Code  of  Civil  Procedure, 
applies  to  claims  for  refund  of  Los  Angeles 
City  License  Taxes.) 

(g)  These  Instructions  relate  only  to  Los 
Angeles  City  license  taxes  the  possible  re¬ 
fund  of  which  will  Inure  to  the  benefit  of 
the  Government  pxirsuant  to  the  terms 
Government  contracts.  Similar  Instruc¬ 
tions  should  be  Issued  to  affected  subcon¬ 
tractors  who  are  located  In  the  City  of  Los 
Angeles. 


graph  (b)  and  the  designation 
ficHn  the  remaining  paragraph. 

§  1016.102-50  [Deleted] 

2.  Delete  i  1016.102-60. 


10S4.I503  R«pon..bd.ue..  Contracting  offlcera  of  the  folloiS 

(a)  AFSC  Aeronautical  Systems  Dl-  listed  AFPROs  are  authorized  to:  (l) 

vision  (ASD),  for  ASD  executed  con-  Issue  amended  shipping  instructions 
tracts:  upon  request  of  the  inventory  manager, 

(1)  Contracting  officers  of  ASWESwill  AFLC,  on  contracts  refered  to  in  para- 
issue  original  and  amended  shipping  in-  graph  (c)  of  this  section,  (2)  make  what- 
structions  for  QFAE  end  items  and  all  '  ever  changes  are  deemed  necessary  in 
other  Shipping  instructions  except  as  the  request  before  issuing  the  amended 
specified  in  subparagr{q>hs  (2)  and  (3)  shlppizig  instructions,  and  (3)  notify  the 
of  this  paragrsqjh  and  paragraph  (d)  of  requester  of  the  changes  made, 
this  section. 

(2)  Contracting  officers  of  ASWES  may 
assign  the  shipping  instructions  respon¬ 
sibility  on  specific  contracts  to  an  AFEjC 
AMA. 

(3)  For  items  provisioned  under  ASD 
contracts  for  which  AFLC  AMAs  have 
distribution  and  storage  responsibility, 
see  paragraphs  (c)  (4)  (ii)  and  (ill) ,  and 
(d)  of  this  section. 

(b)  For  contracts  executed  by  AFSC 
Ballistic  Systems,  Electronic  Systems, 
and  Space  Systems  Divisions: 

(1)  Designated  contracting  officers 
will  issue  original  and  amended  shipping 
instructions  for  all  pr(^rty  for  which 
AFSC  has  distribution  responsibility. 

(2)  For  items  provisioned  under  these 
contracts  for  which  AMAs  have  distri¬ 
bution  and  storage  responsibility,  see 
paragraphs  (cT  (4)  (li)  and  (ill)  and  (d) 
of  this  section. 

(c)  AMAs:  The  shipping  instruction 
responsibility  for  the  following  is  as¬ 
signed  as  specified  in  subparagraph  (4) 

(i) ,  (ii)  and  (iii)  of  this  paragraph  and 
paragraph  (d)  of  this  section:  (1)  AMA 
executed  contracts,  (2)  contracts  trans¬ 
ferred  to  an  AMA  for  complete  busring 
responsibility,  (3)  items  for  which  AMAs 
have  distribution  and  storage  responsi¬ 
bility  and  which  are  provisioned  under  §  1054.1506  Ii 
contracts  placed  by  AFSC  Divisions.  (4)  .  ..  wbAn 

contracts  on  which  ASD  (ASWES)  as- 
signs  shipping  instructions  to  an  AMA.  oJ^i^ocuren 

(i)  Designated  contracting  officers  at  distril 

the  procuring  AMA  wiU  normally  issue  “"I® 

.origin^  and  amended  ship^g  instim-  ^ 

tions  for  all  items  procured  on  AMA 
executed  contracts,  on  contracts  trans-  ’ 

ferred  for  complete  buying  responsibility  . 

by  the  AFSC  Divisions,  and  contracts  , 

tor  which  ASD  (ASWES)  asslghc  ship-  i 

ping  instruction  responsibility.  An  ex- 
ception,  however,  are  items  which  are 
provisioned  under  these  coitracts.  S 
PART  1016^PROCUREMENT  FORMS  Issuarice  of  ^pping  instructions  for  the 

provisioned  items  is  covered  by  subpara-  J  ^ 

Subpart  A — Forms  for  Advertised  graph  (4)  (ii)  and  (iii)  of  this  para- 

Supply  Contracts  graph  smd  paragraph  (d)  of  this  section,  are  n 

B  g  nesi^at^  contractine  officers  of  requirements  a 
§§1016.101-2;  1016.102-2  [Amended]  the  AFLC  inventory  mana^  (end  arti-  improved  trans 
1.  In  8  1016.101-2  (b)  and  (c)  delete  cle)  will  issue  original  shipping  instruc-  mail  (airmail) 
the  reference  and  insert  “No  implemen-  tions  for  all  items  provisioned  under  the  phone,  a  confii 
tation."  In  8  1016.101-2  delete  para-  contracts  referred  to  in  subparagraph  be  forwarded  t4 


(b)  Transportation  instructions  (dis¬ 
tinguished  from  shipping  instructions 
and  amended  shipping  Instructions  re¬ 
ferred  to  elsewhere  in  this  subpart) 
emanating  from  the  transportation 
officer,  for  supplies  procured  F.OB. 
carrier’s  equipment,  will  be  Issued  con¬ 
currently  with  and  incorporated  in, 
original  and  amended  shipping  instruc¬ 
tions.  However,  in  exceptional  circum¬ 
stances  the  transportation  officer  may 
issue  transportation  instructions  direct 
to  contractors. 
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Thursday,  August  13,  1964 

eontractiiig  ofllcer  within  24  hours.  Elec¬ 
trically  transmitted  requests  will  state 
•Itequest  Shipping  Instructions,”  or  “Re- 
goest  Amended  Shipping  Instructions” 
and  be  arranged  In  paragraph  form,  each 
paragraph  prefixed  by  the  same  number 
as  the  equivalent  block  on  the  AFPI 
Form  44. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(d)  If  packaging  required  by  the  con¬ 
tract  must  be  revised  when  requesting 
flipping  Instructions,  the  AFPI  Form 
44  must  be  routed  to  the  cognizant  pack¬ 
aging  control  officer  for  inclusion  of  re¬ 
vised  packaging  Instructions.  AFLC 
Form  872,  Preservation,  Packaging  and 
Packing  Requirements,  may  be  used  for 
this  purpose,  or  the  packaging  control 
otBcer  may  Indicate  on  the  AFPI  Form 
44  the  pertinent  packaging  data  by  rub¬ 
ber  stamp  with  appropriate  information 
diecked  as  described  In  AFLCM  71-1. 
The  packaging  control  officer  will  state 
on  AFPI  Form  44,  by  stamp  or  otherwise, 
iffiether  packaging  costs  Included  in  the 
contract  price  will  be  changed  by  the  re¬ 
vised  padraglng  instructions. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  8012,  70A  Stat.  488;  10  U.S.C.  8012.  In¬ 
terpret  or  api^y  eecs.  2801-2314.  70 A  Stat. 
137-133;  10  UA.C.  2301-2314)  [AFPI  Bev. 
Ko.  43,  June  30, 1964;  AFPC  Noe.  83,  June  24, 
1964;  34,  June  29,  1964;  35,  July  2,  1964;  86, 
July  8,  1964;  37.  July  20.  1964;  38,  July  24, 
1944] 

By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
force. 

Frederick  A.  Rtker, 
Lieutenant  Colonel,  US.  Air 
Force,  Chief,  Special  Activities 
Group,  Offlce  of  The  Judge 
Advocate  General. 

[FJl.  Doc.  64-8159;  Filed,  Aug.  12,  1964; 
8:46  am.] 

Title  44— PUBUC  PROPERTY 
AND  WORKS 

Chapter  IV~-Busines$  and  Defense 
Services  Administration,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce 

[Foreign  Excess  Property  Order  1;  General 
Determination  1] 

PART  401— FOREIGN  EXCESS 
PROPERTY 

Pneumatic  Tires  and  Inner  Tubes  Ex¬ 
cept  14-Inch  Rim  Diameter  Pneu¬ 
matic  Tires  and  Inner  Tubes;  Im¬ 
portation  Into  the  United  States 

On  June  30,  1964,  there  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (29  FJl.  8231)  a 
w>tice  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  Gen¬ 
eral  Determination  No.  1,  titled  as  above. 
Said  notice  provided  for  the  submission 
of  views  or  arguments  in  writing  to  the 
^reign  Excess  Property  Officer  of  the 
^partment  of  Commerce  within  20  days 
following  the  day  of  publication  of  the 
aotice  of  proposed  rule  making.  It  fur- 
®er  provided  that  General  Determina- 
^  No.  1  would  be  issued  in  not  less  than 
30  days  and  would  be  effective  on,  publi- 
•ation  in  the  Federal  Register. 


Pursuant  to  the  above  and  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Procedure  Act,  insofar  as  it  may 
be  applicable  hereto.  General  Determina¬ 
tion  No.  1  is  hereby  published  and  is  made 
effective  upon  the  date  of  publication 
hereof  in  the  following  form: 

General  Determination  No.  1.  Impor-  ' 
tation  of  foreign  excess  property  consist¬ 
ing  of  pneumatic  tires  and  inner  tubes, 
except  14-inch  rim  diameter  passenger 
car  tires  and  inner  tubes,  would  relieve 
domestic  shortages  and  otherwise  be 
beneficial  to  the  economy  of  this  coimtry. 
Consequently,  And  in  accordance  wi^ 

S  401.5  (General  determinations  of  short¬ 
age  or  benefit)  of  Foreign  Excess  Prop¬ 
erty  Order  No.  1,  foreign  excess  prop¬ 
erty  specified  in  (a) ,  (b)  and  (c)  below 
may  be  imported  into  the  United  States, 
Puerto  Rico,  or  the  Virgin  Islands  with¬ 
out  any  application  being  made  to,  or 
FEP  Import  Authorization  being  issued 
by,  the  Foreign  Excess  Property  Officer. 

(a)  All  used  pneumatic  tires  and  inner 
tubes,  except  14-inch  rim  diameter  pas¬ 
senger  car  tires  and  inner  tubes. 

(b)  All  unused  airplane  tires  and  inner 
tubes. 

(c)  All  other  imused  pneumatic  tires 
and  inner  tubes,  except  14-indh  rim  di¬ 
ameter  passenger  car  tires  and  inner 
tubes,  that  are  over-age  or  which  by 
virtue  of  handling  or  exposure  have  de¬ 
teriorated  so  that  they  are  fit  only  for 
limited  service  application.  Deteriora¬ 
tion  of  the  tires  must  be  evidenced  by 
either  (1)  branding  with  the  letters 
‘‘N.P.C.”  (Not  First  (31ass)  in  one  inch 
(1")  block  type  on  each  sidewall  of  each 
tire  so  as  to  be  clearly  visible  above  the 
bead  area,  or  (2)  buffing  the  tires  so  as 
to  remove  from  each  sidewall  thereof  the 
name  of  the  manufacturer  and  trade 
name(s).  Deterioration  of  the  inner 
tubes  must  be  evidenced  by  the  stamping 
thereon  in  one  inch  block  tsn?e  witii  in- 
deUble  ink,  the  letters  “NF'.C.”  (Not 
First  Class). 

Nothing  in  General  Determination  No. 
1,  shall  be  construed  to  exempt  the  im¬ 
porter  from  presentation  of  such  other 
entry  documents  or  conforming  with  any 
procedures  required  by  the  Collector  of 
CTustoms. 

This  determination  shall  be  effective 
on  publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Business  and  Defense 
Services  Administration, 
Jambs  F.  Collins, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[FH.  Doc.  64-S173;  FUed,  Aug.  12,  1964; 

8:48  ajn.] 


Title  46— SHIPPING 

Chapter  III — Great  Lakes  Pilotage  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce 

PART  401— GREAT  LAKES  PILOTAGE 
REGULATIONS 

Subpart  F — Procedure  Governing  Rev¬ 
ocation  or  Suspension  of  Registra¬ 
tion  and  Refusal  to  Renew  Regis¬ 
tration 

On  July  2.  1964,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 


eral  Register  (29  FJR.  8377)  setting 
forth  proposed  amendments  to  the  Great 
Lakes  Pilotage  Regulations..  Interested 
persons  were  given  opportunity  to  sub¬ 
mit  such  written  data,  views,  and  argu¬ 
ments  as  they  desired  to  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  within  20  days  of  that  date.  No 
person  availed  himself  of  the  opportu¬ 
nity  to  participate  in  this  public  pro¬ 
cedure  during  the  allowed  time  and  ac¬ 
cordingly  after  consideration  of  this  fact 
and  other  relevant  matter  avedlable  the 
following  amendments  to  the  Great 
Lakes  Pilotage  Regulations  are  hereby 
adopted. 

Part  401  Great  Lakes  Pilotage  Regu¬ 
lations  is  amended  to  add  a  new  Sub¬ 
part  as  follows: 

Sgc 

401.600  Right  to  hearing. 

401.606  Notice. 

401.610  Hearing. 

401.615  Representation. 

401.620  Burden  of  proof. 

401.630  Appearance;  testimony:  croaB-exam- 
ination. 

401 .635  Evidence  which  shall  be  excluded. 
401.640  Record  for  decision. 

401.646  Examiners  decision,  exceptions 
thereto. 

401.650  Review  of  examiners  initial  de¬ 
cision. 

§  401.600  Right  to  hearing. 

(a)  A  United  States  Registered  Pilot, 
on  receipt  of  notice  from  the  Great 
Lakes  Pilotage  Administration  that  he 
has  violated  any  regulation  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Act,  which  violation  the 
Administration  determines  is  grounds 
for  suspension  or  revocation  of  the 
pilot’s  Certificate  of  Registration,  shall 
have  fifteen  (15)  days  from  the  receipt 
of'  such  notice  in  which  to  notify  the 
Administration  tiiat  he  elects  to  exercise 
his  light  to  a  hearing  as  to  the  grounds 
for  the  proposed  suspension  or  revoca¬ 
tion.  A  pilot  failing  to  notify  the  Ad¬ 
ministration  within  the  prescribed  period 
is  deemed  to  have  waived  his  right  to 
a  hearing. 

(b)  A  United  States  Registered  Pilot 
whose  application  was  timely  filed,  on 
receipt  of  notice  that  renewal  of  his 
Certificate  of  Registration,  has  been 
denied  pursuant  to  §  401.240(c),  who 
fails  to  notify  the  Administration  with¬ 
in  fifteen  (15)  days  of  the  receipt  of  such 
notice  that  he  desires  a  hearing  is 
deemed  to  have  waived  his  right  to  a 
hearing. 

§  401.605  Notice. 

The  Great  Lakes  Pilotage  Administra¬ 
tion,  on  receipt  of  notice  that  a  United 
States  Registered  Pilot  elects  to  exercise 
his  rights  to  a  hearing  shall  notify  the 
General  Counsel  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce,  who  shall  cause  the  pilot  to 
be  notified  of  the  time,  date  and  place 
of  hearing. 

§  401.610  Hearing. 

The  hearing  shall -be  held  at  a  time 
and  place  designated  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  with  due  regard  to  the  convenience 
and  necessity  of  the  parties.  The  hear¬ 
ing  shall  be  held  on  the  record  before  an 
Examiner  appointed  as  provided  by  sec¬ 
tion  11  of  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act  (5  UB.C.  section  1010).  Hearings 
shall  be  conducted  in  accordance  with 
sections  5, 7,  and  8  of  the  Administrative 
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Procedure  Act  as  amended  (5  U.S.C. 
sections  1004, 1006. 1007). 

§  401.615  RepresenUitkm. 

The  Great  Lakes  Pilotage  Administra¬ 
tion  shall  be  represented  by  the  Office  of 
the  General  Counsel  of  the  Department 
of  Conunerce.  The  United  States  Reg¬ 
istered  Pilot,  designated  “respondent”  in 
a  suspension  or  revocation  hearing,  or 
“applicant”  in  a  refusal-to-renew-reg- 
istration  hearing,  may  be  represented 
before  the  Examiner  by  any  person  who 
is  a  member  in  good  standing  of  the  bar 
of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  or  of  the  highest  court  of  any 
State  or  Territory  of  the  United  States 
or  the  District  of  Columbia  and  who  is 
not  under  any  order  of  any  court  sus¬ 
pending,  enjoining,  restraining,  or  dis¬ 
barring  him.  or  otherwise  restricting 
him,  in  the  practice  of  law.  Whenever 
a  person  acting  in  a  representative 
capacity  appears  in  person  or  signs  a 
paper  in  practice  before  the  Examiner  of 
the  Administration  or  the  Office -of  the 
General  Counsel  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce,  his  personal  appearance  or 
signature  shall  constitute  a  representa¬ 
tion  that  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Subpart  and  applicable  law  he  is  author¬ 
ized  and  qualified  to  represent  the  par¬ 
ticular  person  in  whose  behalf  he  acts. 
Further  proof  of  a  person’s  authority  to 
act  in  a  representative  capacity  may  be 
required.  When  any  United  States 
Registered  Pilot  is  represented  by  an 
attorney  at  law.  any  notice  or  other 
written  communication  required  or  per¬ 
mitted  to  be  given  to  or  by  such  a  United 
States  Registered  Pilot  shall  be  given  to 
or  by  such  attorney.  If  a  United  States 
Registered  Pilot  is  represented  by  more 
than  one  attorney,  service  by  or  upon 
any  one  of  such  attorneys  shall  be 
sufficient. 

§  401.620  Burden  of  proof. 

(a)  In  a  suspension  or  revocation 
hearing,  the  Great  Lakes  Pilotage  Ad¬ 
ministration  shall  have  the  burden  of 
establishing,  by  substantial  evidence,  the 
grounds  for  a  suspension  or  revocation 
of  a  pilot  as  stated  in  the  letter  addressed 
to  the  pilot  by  the  Great  Lakes  Pilotage 
Administration  notifying  the  pilot  of  the 
Administration’s  intention  to  suspend  or 
revoke  the  pilot’s  registration. 

(b)  In  a  refusal-to-renew-registration 
hearing,  the  Great  Lakes  Pilotage  Ad¬ 
ministration  shall  have  the  burden  of 
establishing  the  administrative  basis  for 
its  determination  under  §  401.240(c)  that 
there  was  good  cause  for  denying  renewal 
of  the  Certificate  of  Registration. 

§401.630  Appearance ;  testimcmy ;  cross- 
examination. 

(a)  The  United  States  Registered  Pilot 
shall  appear  in  person  or  by  counsel  and 
may  testify  at  the  hearing,  call  witnesses 
on  his  own  behalf  and  cross-examine 
witnesses  appearing  on  behalf  of  the 
Great  Lakes  Pilotage  Administration. 

(b)  The  Great  Lakes  Pilotage  Admin¬ 
istration.  through  its  counsel,  shall  ap¬ 
pear,  present  evidence,  and  may  call 
witnesses  and  cross-examine  the  wit¬ 
nesses  called  on  behalf  of  the  United 
States  Registered  Pilot  at  any  hearing. 


(c)  In  the  discretion  of  the  Ebcamlner, 
other  witnesses  may  testify  at  the 
hearing. 

§  401.635  Evidence  which  shall  he  ex¬ 
cluded.  • 

The  Examiner  presiding  at  the  hearing 
shall  exclude  irrelevant.  Immaterial,  or 
unduly  r^titious  evidence. 

§  401.640  Record  for  decision. 

The  transcript  of  testimony  and  oral 
argument  at  the  hearing,  together  with 
any  exhibits  received,  shall  be  made  part 
of  the  record  for  decision,  and  the  record 
shall  be  available  to  the  respondent  or 
applicant  on  pasrment  of  costs  thereof. 

§  401.645  Examiner's  decisicm;  excep- 
tifms  thereto. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  heating,  the 
parties  may  sulxnit  briefs  and  recom¬ 
mended  Conclusions  and  findings  within 
such  time  as  the  Examiner  shall  deter¬ 
mine  appropriate.  The  Examiner  shall 
thereafter  issue  a  written  initial  decision 
in  the  case,  which  decision  shall  be  final 
and  binding  upon  the  Administrator  of 
the  Great  Lakes  Pilotage  Administration, 
except  as  provided  in  S  401.650. 

§  401.650  Review  of  Examiner's  initial 
decision. 

The  Administrator  may,  on  his  own 
motion,  or  on  the  basis  of  a  petition  filed 
by  the  United  States  Registered  Pilot  or 
the  counsel  for  the  Administration  in 
the  proceeding,  review  any  initial  de¬ 
cision  of  the  Examiner  by  entering  a 
written  order  stating  that  he  elects  to 
review  the  action  of  the  Examiner. 
Copies  of  all  orders  for  review  shall  'be 
served  on  all  parties.  Petitions  for  re¬ 
view  shall  be  in  writing  and  shall  state 
the  grounds  upon  which  the  petition 
relies.  Five  (5)  copies  of  such  petitions 
for  review,  together  with  proof  of  service 
bn  all  parties,  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Great  Lakes  Pilotage  Administrator 
within  fifteen  (15)  days  after  the  date 
of  service  of  the  initial  decision  of  the 
Examiner.  Parties  may  file  replies,  in 
writing,  to  petitions  for  review,  with 
proof  of  service  on  other  parties,  in  the 
same  manner  as  is  provided  for  filing 
of  petitions  for  review  and  within  ten 
(10)  days  after  the  date  the  petition  for 
review  is  timely  filed.  Petitions  for  re¬ 
view  and  replies  thereto  shall  be  limited 
to  the  record  before  the  EIxaminer.  If 
a  petition  for  review  is  filed  within  the 
time  prescribed,  the  initial  decision  of 
the  Examiner  shall  be  final  fifteen  (15) 
days  after  expiration  of  the  time  pre¬ 
scribed  for  filing  a  reply  thereto  unless 
the  Administrator,  prior  to  expiration 
of  the  fifteen  (15)  days,  enters  a  written 
order  granting  the  petition  for  review. 
If  no  petition  for  review  is  filed  within 
the  time  prescribed  and  the  Administra¬ 
tor  does  not  elect  to  review  on  his  own 
motion,  the  initial  decision  of  the  Ex¬ 
aminer  shall  be  final  twenty  (20)  days 
after  the  date  of  service  of  the  decision. 
If  the  Administrator  reviews  the  initial 
decision  as  provided  above,  he  Shall  issue 
a  written  order  affirming,  amending, 
overruling  or  remandh^  the  initial  de¬ 
cision  of  the  Examiner  within  thirty  (30) 
days  after  the  date  on  which  he  takes 
'  review.  There  shall  be  no  other  ad¬ 


ministrative  remedy  within  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce. 

(74  Stat.  260-202;  46  UA.O.  216-2161) 

Dated:  July  23,  1964. 

,  A.  T.  Mkschter, 
Administrator. 

(PH.  Doc.  64-8179;  FUed,  Aug.  12,  1964; 
8:48  a.m.] 


Title  47— TELECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter  I — Federal  Communications 
Commission 

[PCC  64-7791 

part  64— miscellaneous  RULES 

RELATING  TO  COMMON  CARRIERS 

Domestic  Telegraph  Speed  of  Service 
Studies 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  office  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  7th  day  of 
August  1964; 

The  Commission  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  letters  dated  March  25,  April  28, 
and  June  4,  1964,  from  The  Western 
Union  Telegraph  Company,  requesting 
amendment  of  certain  sections  of  Sub¬ 
part  B  of  Part  64  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations  governing  domestic 
telegraph  speed  of  service  studies,  so  as 
to  revise  its  present  method  for  selection 
and  tally  of  messages  delivered  by  tie¬ 
line  directly  connected  to  reperforator 
offices; 

It  appearing,  that  the  amendments  of 
Subpart  B  of  Part  64  of  the  rules,  as  pro¬ 
posed,  are  desirable  for  the  purpose  of 
recognizing  certain  changes  made  by 
Western  Union  in  its  procedures  and 
operating  practices,  and  should  facilitate 
the  making  of  the  studies  involved; 

It  further  appearing,  that  Western 
Union  is  the  only  person  subject  to  the 
amendments  adoi>ted  herein;  that  West¬ 
ern  Union  has  agreed  to  such  amended 
rules  and  the  effective  date  thereof ;  and 
hence,  that  compliance  with  section  4  of 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  is 
unnecessary: 

It  is  ordered.  That  pursuant  to  sections 
4(i),  201(b)  and  218  of  the  Communi¬ 
cations  Act  of  1934,  as  amended.  Sub¬ 
part  B  of  Part  64  is  amended,  effective 
October  1, 1964,  as  set  forth  below. 

(Secs.  4,  201,  218,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended, 
1070,  as  amended,  1070;  47  U.S.C.  164,  201, 
218) 

Released:  August  10,  1964. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,^ 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

1.  Section  64.203(e)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§64.203  'Time  delivered. 

•  •  •  ♦  • 

(e)  When  delivery  is  made  by  tieline 
directly  connected  to  a  reperforator  of¬ 
fice,  the  time  delivered  is  the  automatic 


1  CoQuulssloner  Lee,  Acting  Cbalnnan, 
acting  as  a  Board. 


*  FEDERAL  REGISTER 


11597 


Thursday,  August  IS,  1964 

transmitted  at  the  md  of  each 
message. 

«  «  •  •  * 

2.  SecUon  64.226(b)  is  deleted;  §  64.226 
as  amended  reads: 

§  64<226  Tallies ;  when  made. 

I^^eed  of  service  tallies  shall  be  made 
after  7:00  pjn.  of  the  day  of  transmis¬ 
sion  but  not  later  than  the  day  following 
transmission,  except,  any  tally  thus 
scheduled  to  be  mskle  on  a  holiday  or  a 
Saturday  may  be  postponed  until  the 
foQowing  business  day. 

3.  In  §  64.243(b),  subparagraphs  (1) 
and  (5)  are  conend^,  and  subparagraph 
(6)  is  deleted:  subparagraphs  (1)  and 
(5) ,  as  amended,  read: 

§  64.243  Selection  of  offices  for  tallying. 

•  *  *  *  * 

(b)  *  *  • 

(1)  A  set  of  cards  ^all  be  prepared 
which  includes  one  or  more  cards  for 
each  delivery  method  in  each  office  in 
the  city,  except  for  the  exclusions  cov¬ 
ered  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section. 
For  each  method  in  each  office  there 
shall  be  one  card  for  each  100  messages 
(tf  delivered  load  and  one  card  for  any 
excess  of  50  or  more.  Where  the  aver¬ 
age  delivered  load  is  between  50  and 
100  messages  per  day,  one  csud  shall  be 
prepared.  The  cards  for  the  tieline 
method,  in  addition  to  identifying  the 
(^Bce,  shall  also  identify  whether  the  de¬ 
livery  is  by  manual  teleprinter  tielines, 
tieline  switching,  tielines  directly  con¬ 
nected  to  a  reperforator  office,  or  tele¬ 
fax,  and  these  cards  when  drawn  shall 
be  sampled  as  described  in  this  section 
and  §  64.271. 

•  •  *  *  • 

(5)  For  each  card  drawn  from  the 
deck  for  a  method  of  delivery,  5  messages 
shall  be  tallied.  In  the  case  of  the  deck 
of  tieline  cards,  for  each  card  drawn  5 


messages  shall  be  tallied  for  the  office 
and  for  the  specific  tieline  method  listed 
on  the  card  (manual  teleprinter  Uelines, 
tieline  switching,  tielines  directly  con¬ 
nected  to  a  reperforator  office,  or  telefax 
tieline).  If  the  required  daily  sample 
for  a  method  of  delivery  (telephone,  all 
tieline  methods  combined,  or  messenger) 
is  one  more  than  an  even  multiple  of  5. 
6  instead  of  5  messages  shall  be  tallied  at 
the  office  designated  for  the  first  card 
drawn.  If  the  required  sample  is  2  more 
than  a  multiple  of  5,  6  instead  of  5  mes¬ 
sages  shall  be  drawn  for  each  of  the  first 
2  cards  drawn.  If  the  required  sample 
is  1  or  2  less  than  an  even  multiple  of 
5,  4  messages  instead  of  5  shall  be  tallied 
for  the  first  or  each  of  the  first  2  cards 
drawn. 

«  •  •  «  * 

4.  Section  64.271(c)  is  revised  to  read: 

§  64.271  Selection  and  tally. 

•  •  •  *  • 

(c)  For  messages  delivered  by  tieline 
directly  connected  to  a  reperforator 
office,  the  following  method  for  selection 
of  messages  to  be  tallied  shall  be  used: 

(1)  Each  monitor  roll  representing  a 
particular  group  of  circuits  on  which  the 
messages  delivered  by  directiy  connected 
tielines  shall  be  designated  with  a  sep¬ 
arate  niunber. 

(2)  A  number  card  shall  be  prepared 
for  each  roll.  The  entire  set  of  cards, 
representing  an  equal  number  of  moni¬ 
tor  rolls,  shall  be  thoroughly  shuffled  face 
down  and  the  deck  cut.  The  required 
number  of  cards  shall  be  drawn  from  the 
top  of  the  deck  after  completion  of  the 
cut  to  determine  the  roll  or  rolls  from 
whi(di  the  tallies  will  be  made.  These 
cards  shall  be  withdrawn  and  used  In 
order  of  their  appearance  in  the  pack 
from  the  top  down. 

(3)  A  digit  shall  be  selected,  as  out¬ 
lined  in  S  64.244(a). 

(4)  Each  message  of  the  types  named 
in  §  64.223  in  the  selected  monitor  rolls 


transmitted  between  9:00  a.m.  and  6:00 
pjn.,  local  time,  on  which  the  identifying 
wire  number  ends  in  the  digit  selected 
shall  be  tallied,  until  the  quota  is 
obtained. 

•  *  •  *  * 

[FJt.  Doc.  64-8183;  Filed,  Aug.  12,  1964; 
8:48  a.m.] 


Title  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

•  PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare 

Section  213.3316  is  amended  to  include 
one  additional  position  of  Special  As¬ 
sistant  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Legislation.  Effective  upon  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register,  subparagraph 
(1)  of  paragraph  (f)  of  S  213.3316  is 
amended  as  set  out  below. 

§  213.3316  Department  of  Health,  Ed¬ 
ucation,  and  Welfare. 

*  *  *  *  • 

(f)  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Legislation. 

(1)  Three  Special  Assistants  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary. 

*  *  •  «  ~  * 

(R.S.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403,  as  amended; 
5  UJS.C.  631,  633;  E.O.  10677,  19  FH.  7621, 
3  CFR,  1964-1958  Ck>mp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[FJt.  Doc.  64-8162;  Filed,  Aug.  12,  1964; 
8:46  am.] 


Proposed  Rule  Making 


765,  M  aaiended;  16  UJ3.C.  704),  and  by  and  26.  T.  2l  S..  R.  19  E.;  thence  N.  85*45' 
virUie  of  Reorganization  Plan  H  (53  cdiains; 

Stat.  1431)  and  ir^danoe  with  sec- 

of  the  Adm^tiative  eI  10.78  chain*,  thence  N.  48 “23'  E..  12.O8 

dure  Act  of  June  11,  1946  (60  Stat.  238;  chain*;  thence  N.  48*42'  B..  13.06  chains- 
5  UJ3.C.  1003).  ‘  thence  N.  62»00'  E.,  18.00  chain*  to  comer 

Having  due  regard  to  the  zones  of  tern-  common  to  radial  *ectlon*  40  and  50  in  8^ 

perature  and  to  t-h**  distribution,  abun-  boundary  of  fractional  aectlon  25;  thence 
dance,  economic  value,  breeding  habits,  w.oo  chalM:  thence  But  W.M  chain. 

and  times  and  lines  of  migratory  flight  Sil 

A#  wm-4 iTfliii  4  I --i.imxxij  Xil©XlC®  MOf  vU  x3«o0  CllftlDSt  XudlCC  S*  S3  22 

of  migratory  birds  included  in  the  terms  ^  80.48  chain*;  thence  N.  6i*08'  e  2578 

of  the  Convention  between  the  United  chain*;  thence  S.  88*37'  E..  41.25  chaL; 
States  and  Great  Britain  for  the  protec-  thence  N.  83*34'  E.,  17.80  chains;  thence  n’ 
tion  of  migratory  birds,  concluded  Au-  44*34'  1b.,  7.54  chain*;  thence  n.  65*41'  e., 

gust  16,  1916,  and  the  Convention  be-  28.68  chain*;  thence  N.  21*62'  e.,  19.70 

tween  the  United  States  and  the  United  chain*;  thence  n.  69*22'  E.,  22.73  chains; 
Mexican  States  for  the  protection  of  mi-  thence 

gratory  birds  and  game  nis>jnmft.ls  con-  chain*;  thenw  n. 

j  j  ™  w  V w  12*03'  W.,  18.18  chain*;  thence  N.  47*28'  E,, 

eluded  February  7,  1936, 1  hereby  desig-  2930  thence  8.  66*67'  e.,  2126 

nate  as  a  closed  area  in  or  on  which  chain*;  thence  N.  60*60'  E.,  34.84  chains; 
pursuing,  hunting,  taking,  capturing,  or  thence  S.  36*87'  E.,  22.72  chain*;  thence  a 
killing  of  migratory  birds,  or  att^pting  86*87'  E..  42.42  chain*;  thence  N.  32*24'  K, 
to  take,  capture,  or  mi  migratory  birds  12.12  chain*;  thence  N.  07*07'  W.,  1723 

is  not  permitted,  all  of  the  water  area  in  thence  n.  19*40'  w,  ^.00  ch^ns, 

approxlnuite  IntCTsectlon  of  north  boundary 
Plaquemines  Parish.  Louisiana,  within  of  x.  22  s.,  R.  20  E..  fractional  secUon  1,  and 
the  following  described  boimdary:  east  boundary  of  T.  21  8.,  R.  20  E..  frac* 

•Raarirmtng  at  the  southoast  comer  of  sec-  tional  section  23;  thence  N.  13*20'  E.,  2522 
tlon  13,  T  20  8.  R.  18  E..  8t.  Helena  Prlncl-  chains;  thence  N.  23*27'  E..  60.92  chains; 
pal  Meridian;  thence  8.  00*01'  E..  44.16  thence  N.  36*04'  E..  87.87  chain*;  thence  N. 

thence  8.  42*47'  E.,  6.94  chains;  *^4*67'  W..  2824  chains;  thence  N.  23*28'  W, 
thence  8.  41*23'  E.,  1326  chains;  thence  8.  chains;  thenw  N.  «*09'  W.,  1928 

40*14'  E.  18  95  chains;  thence  a  87*27'  E,  chains;  thence  8.  88*26'  W,  16.03  chains; 
13  11  chains;  thence  E^t  9.76  thencS  thence  N.  11*84'  W..  42.42  chains;  thence  N. 

8outh  12.19  Chains;  thence  8.  JJ^E.  13.12  E..  26.76  drains;  toen«  N.  16*34'  W 

chains;  thence  8.  42*68'  E.,  6.48  chains;  26:76  chains,  thence  N.  63  04  W.,  19.70 
thence  a  42*68'  E.,  8.47  chains;  thence  8.  chains;  thence  N.  88*41'  E.,  29.91  chains; 
44*23'  E.,  10.68  chains;  thence  East  14.48  thence  N.  79*13'  H,  2121  chains;  thence 
chains;  thence  8outh  1429  chains;  thence  26*17'  W.,  60.00  chains;  thence  N.  68*21' 
a  42*M'  a.  1026  chains;  thence  8.  42*21'  16-84  chains;  thence  N.  32*14'  E..  10.61 

E..  11.67  chains;  thence  8.  89*89'  E..  1026  ^ 

chains;  thence  8.  39*39'  E-  8.06  chains;  thence  N.  07  16  W.,  15.16  chains;  thence  N. 

thence  8.  85*00'  E.,  14.00  chains;  thence  a  w 

36*00'  E.,  14.00  chains;  thence  8.  86*00'  E.,  12-84  chains;  thence  N.  67*44  W.,  19.70 

14.00  chains;  thence  8.  88*80'  E..  8.88  chains;  chains; 

thence  East  9.67  chains;  thence  8outtr  Thence  N.  02*13'  W.,  18.18  chains;  thence 
14.67  chains;  thence  8.  83*00'  E.,  6.94  28*12'  W-  14-17  chains;  thence  N.  00*43' 

chains;  thence  8.  32*31'  E.,  14.61  chains;  2424  chains;  thence  N.  60*14'  W.,  16.73 

thence  8.  32*00'  E.,  9.46  chains;  thence  East  chains;  thence  N.  12*41'  W.,  31.82  chains; 
3.90  chains;  thence  South  624  chains;  thence  thence  8.  72*17'  W.,  18.94  chains;  thence  S. 
8.  32*00'  E.,  63.18  to  the  northwest  88*22'  W.,  3027  chains;  thence  N.  02*38'  B., 

comer  of  radial  section  13,  T.  21  8.,  R.  19  E.;  26.07  chains;  thence  N.  89*60'  W.,  5.75  chains; 

thence  southwesterly  along  the  northwest  thence  N.  89*60'  W.,  1321  chains;  thence  N. 
line  of  said  radial  section  13  approximately  22*19'  W,  16.16  chains;  thence  N.  88*42'  W. 
116  chains  to  the  southwest  comer  thereof,  *-79  chains;  thence  8.  66*14'  W.  11.73  chains; 
which  point  lies  now  In  the  Mississippi  thence  8.  86*11'  W.,  15.16  chains;  thence  N. 
River;  thence  southeasterly  along  the  south-  67*62'  W.,  9.92  chains;  thence  N.  44*37' 
west  lines  of  radial  sections  13  through  27,  16.66  chains;  thence  N.  07*52'  W.,  17.63 

incluslvo,  in  T.  21  S.,  R.  19  E.,  to  the  south*  chains;  thence  N.  25^52'  W.,  15^8  chains* 
emmoet  comwr  of  radial  section  27,  which  thence  N.  08*36'  W.,  17.79  chains;  thenw  N. 
point  sdso  lies  In  the  Mississippi  River;  06*40'  W.,  29.18  chains;  thence  N.  11  32 
thence  N.  47*64'  E.,  46.00  chains;  thence  8.  ^727  chains;  thence  N.  01*64'  E.,  16.14 

08*68'  E.,  16.35  chains  to  a  point  common  chains;  thence  N.  01*68'  E.,  7.59  chains; 
to  radial  section  29,  Lots  1  and  2  to  radial  thence  N.  24*68'  W.,  19.69  chains;  thence  N. 
8ecti<xi  28,  Lots  1  and  2,  marked  by  an  01*54'  E.,  22.74  chains;  thence  N.  66°66  W-i 
8"  z  10"  creosoted  pine  post  scribed  “T218  16.16  chains;^  thence  N.  36*03'  21  " 

RI9E  1  2  28”;  thence  8.  60*41'  E.,  13.84  chains;  thence  N.  25*18'  W..  16.65  chans, 
chains;  thence  8.  47*63'  W.,  46.00  chains  to  thence  N.  40*39'  2828  chains;  th®nce  N. 

the  southernmost  comer  of  radial  section  29;  40*37'  W.,  1426  chains;  thence  S.  81  IP  •> 

thence  8.  80*00'  E.,  41.00  chains  to  the  628  chains  to  the  mouth  of  Main  P^. 
southernmost  comer  of  radial  section  32,  T.  thence  southerly  and  with  the  rtgh  t  ba:^  oi 
21  8.,  R.  19  E.;  thence  N.  47*63'  E.,  116.00  ^laln  Pass  8.  8*48'  E.,  2626  chains;  thence 
chains  to  the  northeast  comer  of  radial  sec-  ®.  07*27'  E.,  13.84  chains  to  the  line  ^j-ween 
tion  32;  thence  8.  80*00'  E.,  66.00  chains;  T.  20  8.,  R.  20  E.,  fractional  section  5,  ana 
thence  8.  30*61'  E.,  14.00  chains;  thence  8.  T*.  19  8.,  R.  20  E.,  fractional  section  32. 

83*00'  E.,  16.62  chains;  thence  8.  23*27'  E.,  the  right  bank  of  Main  Pass;  thence  S.  07 
10.19  chains;  thence  8.  29*05'  E.,  10.46  ®-67  chain;  thence  8.  10*44'  E.,  21M 

chains;  thence  8.  49*16'  E.,  9.62  chains;  thence  8.  10*42'  E.,  20.00  chains; 

thence  8.  69*41'  E.,  11.01  chains;  thence  N.  thence  8.  08*06'  W.  (crossing  Cottam  Psm) 
86*46'  E.,  1.08  chains  to  the  south  point  of  20  chains;  tbenee  8.  16*36'  1924  chains, 

the  line  common  to  fractional  sections  25  to  the  intersection  of  the  line  between  frac- 


Intomal  R«v«nu«  Servico 
[  26  CFR  Part  1  ] 

INCOME  TAX;  AMOUNTS  RECEIVED 

UNDER  WAGE  CONTINUATION 
PLANS 

Notic*  of  Hooring 

The  proposed  amendment  to  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  section  105  of  the  Code*, 
relating  to  amounts  received  under  wage 
continuation  plans,  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  for  June  30,  1964. 

A  public  hearing  on  the  provisions  of 
this  proposed  amendment  to  the  regula¬ 
tions  will  be  held  on  Thursday,  August 
27,  1964,  at  10:00  am.,  e.d.t.,  in  Room 
3313,  Internal  Revenue  Building,  12th 
and  Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

Persons  who  plan  to  attend  the  hear¬ 
ing  are  requested  to  notify  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  Atten¬ 
tion:  CC:LR:T,  Washington,  D.C.,  20224, 
by  August  24,  1964. 

[seal]  Charles  R.  Sdcpsoh, 
Director,  Legislation  and  Regu~ 
laUons  Division,  Internal 
Revenue  Service. 

[FJL  Doc.  64-8182;  FUed,  Aug.  12,  1964; 

8:48  ajn.] 


Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
I  50  CFR  Part  12  1 
CERTAIN  WATERS  WITHIN  AND  AD¬ 
JACENT  TO  DELTA  NATIONAL 

WILDLIFE  REFUGE,  LOUISIANA 

Proposed  Designation  of  Closed  Area 

Under  Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  designate  an  area  closed  to  the 
hunting  of  migratory  birds,  as  set  forth 
below.  The  purpose  of  this  designation 
is  to  aid  administration  of  the  Delta 
National  Wildlife  Refuge  and  to  improve 
the  effectiveness  of  the  refuge  for  the 
purposes  for  which  it  was  established  by 
the  United  States. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  whenever  practicable,  to 
afford  the  public  an  opportunity  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  rule  making  process. 
Accordingly,  interested  persons  may  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments,  suggestions,  or 
objections  with  respect  to  the  proposal 
to  the  Director.  Bureau  of  Sport  Fish¬ 
eries  and  Wildlife.  Washington,  D.C., 
20240,  within  30  days  of  the  date  of  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

The  text  of  the  proposed  designation 
Is  as  follows: 

This  action  is  taken  by  virtue  of  and 
pursuant  to  section  3  of  the  Bfigratory 
Bird  Treaty  Act  of  July  3, 1918  (40  Stat. 
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Thursday,  August  IS,  1964 

sections  5  and  8  with  the  right  bank 
at  Pass;  thence  8.  16*86'  W.,  10.66 

^udns;  thrace  8.  16*29'  approximately 
chains  to  a  point  on  the  right  bank  of 
llaln  Pass,  thence  due  westerly  across  Main 
Pass  apisroximately  80.00  chains  to  a  concrete 
jssrker  on^  the  left  bank  of  Main  Pass, 
niaiked  “22  R20E  T208  8  7  8MC  1986’’,  set 
and  supported  by  a  4"  x  4"  cypress  pUing; 

Thence  N.  18*63'  W..  10.68  chains;  thence 
M.  45*06'  W.,  10.91  chains;  thence  N.  72*09' 
W,  12.21  chains;  thence  8.  66*14'  W.,  686 
chains;  thence  8.  33*01'  W.,  680  chains; 
thence  N.  77*46'  W.,  1689  chains;  thence  8. 
74*86'  W.,  6.83  chains;  thence  8.  74*31'  W., 
8.06  chains,  in  the  line  between  T.  20  8.  and 
fta.  10  and  20  E.,  fractional  section  7  and 
M^n  12;  thence  8.  74*81'  W.,  3.78  chains; 

s.  84*88'  W.,  10.73  chains;  thence  8. 
71*38'  W.,  crossing  Octave’s  Pass,  8.62  chains 
to  s  point  on  the  left  bank  of  Octave’s  Pass; 
thence  N.  66*17'  W.,  2686  chains;  thence  8. 
78*86'  W.,  11.04  chains;  thence  8.  78*18'  W., 
crossing  west  fork  2.03  chains;  thence  N. 
43*40'  W..  680  chains;  thence  N.  32*61'  W., 
608  chains;  thence  N.  14*29'  W.,  7.06  chains; 
thence  N.  06*68'  W.,  0.62  chain,  to  a  point  in 
the  line  between  fractional  section  1  and 
section  12  on  the  left  bank  of  west  fork; 
thence  N.  06*68'  W.,  8.63  chains;  thence  N. 
07*49'  W.,  16.00  chains;  thence  N.  40*47'  W., 
621  chains;  thence  8.  79*06'  W.,  6.73  chains; 
thence  8.  63*06'  W.,  8.90  chains  to  a  point 
in  the  line  between  fractional  sections  1  and 
3  on  the  south  shcnre  of  Breton  8ound, 
marked  by  a  U8B8  standard  concrete  post 
marked  “62  R19E  T208  81  82  MC  1936’’,  set 
and  supported  by  a  4"  x  4"  concrete  piling; 
thence  S.  63*06'  W.,  1.00  chain;  thence  8. 
17*85'  W.,  9.00  chains;  thence  8.  24*04'  W., 
1620  chains  to  the  line  between  fractional 
sections  2  smd  11  on  the  south  shore  of 
Breton  Sound;  thence  8.  24*04'  W.,  8.67 
chains;  thence  8.  11*69'  E.,  11.41  chains; 
thence  8.  86*47'  W.,  14.97  chains;  thence  8. 
53*54'  W.,  7.66  chains;  thence  8.  89*11'  W.. 
8.43  chains;  thence  8.  03*24'  E.,  11.66  chains; 
thence  8.  47*37'  E.,  11.52  chains;  thence  8. 
71*40'  w.,  6.66  chains;  thence  8.  70*58'  W., 
1129  chains;  thence  N.  68*40'  W.,  21.24 
chains;  thence  8.  66*31'  W.,  11.73  chains; 
thence  8.  16*25’  W.,  18.66  chains,  to  a  point 
in  the  line  between  fractional  sections  10 
and  11  in  T.  20  8..  R.  19  E.,  in  a  bayou;  thence 
N.  46*46'  W.,  10.32  chains;  thence  N.  04*08' 
W,  19.10  chains;  thence  N.‘  63*30'  W.,  6.38 
chains;  thence  8.  40*09'  W.,  9.29  chains,  to 
a  point  at  the  mouth  and  at  the  right  bank 
(rf  B(xnere’s  Pass; 

Thence  N.  21*39'  W.,  14.39  chains;  thence 
8.  80*17’  W.,  10.12  chains;  thence  8.  36*17' 
W,  2387  chains;  thence  8.  47*04'  W.,  19.63 
chains;  thence  8.  23*28'  W.,  16.35  chains; 
thence  N.  68*68'  W.,  11.60  chains,  to  the  line 
between  fractional  sections  9  and  10,  T.  20 
8.,  R.  19  E.,  on  the  south  shore  of  Breton 
8ound;  thence  N.  68*68'  W..  6.90  chains; 
tbence  8.  73*23'  W.,  11.96  chains;  thence  N. 
W*67'  W.,  7.52  chains;  thence  8.  31*37'  W., 
6.47  chains,  to  the  line  between  fractional 
•ections  9  and  16,  T.  20  8.,  R.  19  E..  on  the 
»outh  shore  of  Breton  8oimd;  thence  8. 
31“37'  W.,  25.09  chains;  thence  8.  46*36'  W., 
18.03  chains;  thence  8. 06*08'  E.,  18.00  chains; 
^nce  crossing  the  mouth  of  Y\iratlch  Bend. 
N.  86*18'  W..  11.92  chains;  thence  N.  49*43' 
w.,  11.87  chains,  thence  8.  62*49'  W.,  4.39 
“*lns;  thence  N.  61*06'  W..  6.78  chains; 
wence  N.  34*28'  W..  1.48  chains,  to  a  point 
®  the  line  between  fractional  sections  16 
^  17,  T,  20  8.,  R.  19  E.,  on  the  south  shore 
w  Breton  Sound;  thence  N.  34*28’  W..  6.86 
“«lns;  thence  8.  73*36'  W.,  8.32  chains; 
«^e  8.  63*11'  W.,  7.00  chains;  thence  8. 
«  30'  W.,  9.47  chains;  thence  8.  67*49'  W., 
®°«log  the  mouth  of  Bmas  Bayou  3.16 
thence  N.  64*06'  W.,  7.62  chains; 
wnce  8.  64*11'  w.,  0.23  chains,  to  the 

*«n^tion  of  the  north-south  centerline, 
T.  20  8.,  R,  19  E.,  with  the  south  shore 
™  weton  Sound,  marked  by  a  USBS  standard 


concrete  post  “47  R19E  T208  SMC  817  C-C 
1936’’,  and  supported  by  a  4"  x  4"  concrete 
piling  and  an  8"  x  10"  creosoted  pine  post; 
thence  8.  32.31  chains  to  the  one-quarter 
comer  between  fractional  section  17  and  sec¬ 
tion  20.  T.  20  8.,  R.  19  E.;  thence  east  with 
the  line  common  to  Sec.  17  and  Sec.  20,  4.61 
chains;  thence  8.  33*01'  W.,  2.07  chains, 
croesinig  a  bayou  connecting  Buras  Bayou 
with  Oscar’s  Pass;  thence  8.  32*59'  W.,  28.40 
chains;  thence  8.  72*28'  W.,  24.82  chains; 
thence  N.  62*68'  W.,  5.47  chains,  to  the  line 
between  fractional  section  19  and  section  20, 
in  T.  20  8..  R.  19  E.;  thence  N.  52*58'  W.. 
3.35  chains;  thence  N.  62*69'  W.,  4.87  chains 
to  the  east  bank  of  Oscar’s  Pass;  thence  N. 
62*68'  W..  10.88  chains;  thence  N.  62*66'  W., 
4.33  chains;  thence  N.  71*01'  W.,  47.91  chains; 
thence  N.  80*66'  W.,  16.02  chains  to  the  point 
of  beginning. 

Stewart  L.  Udall, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

August  7, 1964. 

[FH.  Doc.  64-8166;  Filed.  Aug.  12.  1964; 

8:47  am.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 


A9ricultural  'Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  987  ) 


DOMESTIC  DATES  PRODUCED  OR 
PACKED  IN  DESIGNATED  AREA  OF 
CALIFORNIA 

Proposed  Expenses  of  Administrative 
Committee  and  Rate  of  Assessment 
for  1964-^5  Crop  Year 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  of  a  proposal 
regarding  expenses  of  Uie  Date  Admin¬ 
istrative  Committee  for  the  1964-65  crop 
year  and  rate  of  assessment  for  that  crop 
year,  pursuant  to  §§  987.71  and  987.72  of 
the  marketing  agreement,  as  amended, 
and  Order  No.  987,  as  amended  (7  CFR 
Part  987;  29  PJl.  9706),  regulating  the 
handling  of  domestic  dates  produced  or 
packed  in  a  designated  area  of  California. 
The  marketing  agreement  and  order  are 
effective  imder  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended 
(7  U.S.C.  601-674) . 

The  Date  Administrative  Committee 
has  unanimously  recommended  for  the 
1964-65  crop  year  beginning  August  1, 
1964,  a  budget  of  expenses  in  the  total 
amount  of  $34,528  (including  $2,500  for 
an  operating  monetary  reserve)  and  an 
assessment  rate  of  13  cents  per  hundred 
pounds  of  assessable  dates.  Expenses 
in  that  amount  and  the  assessment  rate 
are  specified  in  the  proposal  hereinafter 
set  forth.  The  assessable  poundage  is 
estimated  by  the  Committee  at  26.56  mil¬ 
lion  pounds. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  ^oresaid  proposal  should 
file  the  same,  in  quadruplicate,  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  United  States  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Room  112,  Admin¬ 
istration  Building,  Washington,  D.C., 
20250,  hot  later  than  the  eighth  day  after 
the  publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  All  written  submissions 
made  pursuant  to  this  notice  will  be  made 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the  of¬ 
fice  of  the  Hearing  Clerk  during  regular 
business  hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 


The  proposal  is  as  follows: 

§  987.309  Expenses  of  the  Date  Admin¬ 
istrative  Committee  and  rate  of  as¬ 
sessment  for  the  1964-65  crop  year. 

(a)  Expenses.  Expenses  (including 
$2,500  for  the  maintenance  of  an  oper¬ 
ating  monetary  reserve  fund)  in  the 
amount  of  $34,528  are  reasonable  and 
likely  to  be  incurred  by  the  Date  Admin¬ 
istrative  Committee  during  the  crop  year 
beginning  August  1,  1964,  for  its  main¬ 
tenance  and  functioning  and  for  such 
other  purposes  as  the  Secretary  may, 
pursuant  to  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  marketing  agreement,  as  amended, 
and  this  part,  determine  to  be  appropri¬ 
ate. 

(b)  Rate  of  assessment.  The  rate  of 
assessment  for  that  crop  year  which  each 
handler  is  required,  pursuant  to  §  987.72, 
to  pay  to  the  Date  Administrative  Com¬ 
mittee  as  his  pro  rata  share  of  the  ex¬ 
penses  is  fixed  at  13  cents  per  himdred- 
weight  on  all  dates  he  has  certified  as 
meeting  the  requirements  for  marketable 
dates  including  the  eligible  portion  of 
any  field-run  dates  certified  and  set  aside 
or  disposed  of  pursuant  to  §  987.45(f) 
during  the  crop  year. 

Dated;  August  7,  1964. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-8170;  FUed,  Aug.  12.  1964; 

'  8:47  a.m.] 


[  7  CFR  Part  993  1 

DRIED  PRUNES  PRODUCED  IN 
CALIFORNIA 

Proposed  Expenses  of  Administrative 
Committee  and  Rate  of  Assessment 
for  1964-65  Crop  Year 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  pr(HX>sal 
regarding  expenses  of  the  Prune  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Committee  for  the  1964-65 
crop  year  and  rate  of  assessment  for 
that  crop  year,  pursuant  to  §§  993.80 
and  993.81  of  the  marketing  agreement, 
as  amended,  and  Order  No.  993,  as 
amended  (7  CFR  Part  993),  regulating 
the  handling  of  dried  prunes  produced 
in  California.  The  amended  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  order  are  effective 
imder  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674). 

The  Prune  Administrative  Committee 
has  unanimously  recommended  for  the 
crop  year  beginning  August  1,  1964,  a 
budget  of  expenses  in  the  total  amount 
of  $76,000  and  an  assessment  rate  of 
50  cents  per  ton  of  assessable  prunes. 
Expenses  in  that  amount  and  the  assess¬ 
ment  rate  are  specified  in  the  proposal 
hereinafter  set  forth.  The  assessable 
tonnage  is  estimated  by  the  Committee 
at  152,000  tons. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  aforesaid  proposal  should 
file  the  same,  in  quadruplicate,  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  United  States  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Room  112,  Admin¬ 
istration  Building,  Washington,  D.C., 
20250,  not  later  than  the  10th  day  after 
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the  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register.  All  written  submis¬ 
sions  made  pursuant  to  this  notice  will 
be  made  available  for  public  Inspection 
at  the  ofBce  of  1)he  Hearing  Clerk  during 
regular  business  hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

Hie  proposal  is  as  follows: 

§  993.315  Expenaes  of  die  Prone  Ad- 
miautrative  Committee  and  rate  of 
asaeasment  for  the  1964—65  crop 
year. 

(a)  i^xpenses.  Expenses  in  the  amount 
of  $76,000  are  reasonable  and  likely  to  be 
Incurred  by  the  Prune  Administrative 
Committee  during  the  crop  year  begin¬ 
ning  August  1,  1964,  for  its  maintenance 
and  functioning  and  for  such  other  pur¬ 
poses  as  the  Secretary  may,  pursuant  to 
the  applicable  provisions  of  the  market¬ 
ing  agreement,  as  amended,  and  this 
part,  determine  to  be  appropriate. 

(b)  Rate  of  assessment.  The  rate  of 
assessment  for  such  crop  year  which 
each  handler  is  required,  pursuant  to 
S  993.81,  to  pay  to  the  Prune  Administra¬ 
tive  Committee  as  his  pro  rata  share  of 
the  said  expenses  is  fixed  at  50  cents  per 
ton  of  prunes  received  by  him  from  pro¬ 
ducers  and  dehydrators. 

Dated:  August  7,  1964. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 

[FJl.  Doc.  64-8160:  PUed.  Aug.  12,  1964; 

8:47  ajn.] 


17  CFR  Part  1047  1 

[Docket  No.  AO-83-A29] 

MILK  IN  FORT  WAYNE,  INDIANA, 
MARKETING  AREA 

Notice  of  Recommended  Decision  and 
Opportunity  To  File  Written  Execp- 
tions  on  Proposed  Amendments  to 
Tentative  Marketing  Agreement 
and  to  Order 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  sunended  (7  UH.C.  601  et  seq.), 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CFR  Part  900) ,  notice  is  here¬ 
by  given  of  the  filing  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk  of  this  recommended  decision  with 
respect  to  proposed  amendments  to  the 
tentative  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der  regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
Fort  Wayne,  Indiana,  marketing  area. 
Interested  parties  may  file  written  ex¬ 
ceptions  to  this  decision  with  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Clerk,  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.,  20250, 
not  later  than  the  close  of  business  the 
third  day  after  publication  of  this  de¬ 
cision  in  the  Federal  Register.  The 
exceptions  should  be  filed  in  quadrupli¬ 
cate. 

Preliminary  statement.  The  hearing 
on  the  record  of  which  the  proposed 
amendments,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  to 
the  tentative  marketing  agreement  and 
to  the  order  as  amended,  were  formu¬ 
lated,  was  conducted  at  Fort  Wasme, 
Indiana,  on  July  21,  1964,  pursuant  to 


notice  thereof  which  was  issued  July  6, 
1964  (29  YIL  9396). 

The  material  issue  on  the  record  of  the 
hearing  relates  to  the  limits  on  diver¬ 
sion  of  producer  milk  to  nonpool  plants. 

Findings  and  conclusions.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  findings  and  conclusions  on  the 
material  issues  are  based  on  evidoice 
presented  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof: 

Hie  order  should  be  amended  to  pro¬ 
vide  an  optional  basis  for  the  diversion 
of  producer  milk  to  nonpool  plants  dur¬ 
ing  each  September  through  December 
period.  A  cooperative  association  should 
be  allowed  to  divert  either  one-half  of 
ttie  days  of  production  of  each  monber 
producer  as  presently  permitted,  or, 
imder  the  option,  a  maximum  of  35  per¬ 
cent  of  all  milk  of  its  mraibers.  Sim¬ 
ilarly,  the  operator  of  a  pool  plant  should 
be  allowed  to  divert  the  milk  of  each  of 
the  producers  delivering  to  his  plant 
(except  members  of  a  cooperative  which 
is  diverting  milk  on  a  percentage  basis) 
to  the  extent  of  one-half  of  the  days  of 
the  producer’s  production  in  each  such 
month,  or  an  aggregate  of  35  percent  of 
the  milk  of  all  such  producers  supphdng 
his  plant.  ^The  order  should  require  fur¬ 
ther  that  tile  milk  of  each  producer  di¬ 
verted  to  a  nonpool  plant  under  the  (h>- 
tional  “percentage”  provision  be  received 
at  a  pool  plant  for  at  least  one  day  dur¬ 
ing  the  month. 

The  present  order  permits  diversion  of 
producer  milk  to  nonpool  plants  with¬ 
out  limitation  during  January  through 
August.  For  September  through  De- 
c^ber  milk  may  be  diverted  for  a  max¬ 
imum  of  one-half  of  the  days  of  produc¬ 
tion  of  the  individual  produce.  Pro¬ 
ponent  cooperative  has  encountered  op¬ 
erating  problems  under  the  present  di¬ 
version  limits  effective  in  the  fall  months 
which  have  increased  hauling  costs  and 
caused  accounting  problems.  To  elim¬ 
inate  these  difficulties,  it  was  proposed 
that  any  cooperative  association  with  65 
percent  of  its  milk  received  at  pool  plants 
during  the  month  in  the  September 
through  December  period  be  permitted 
to  divert  individual  member  producers 
without  limit  in  such  month. 

Proponent  cooperative  supplies  sev¬ 
eral  Fort  Wayne  handlers  with  their  full 
supplies  of  milk.  Milk  surplus  to  the  pre¬ 
cise  plant  requirements  of  the  Individual 
handler  is  diverted  by  the  cooperative  to 
its  manufacturing  plant  located  in  Fort 
Wasme.  During  September,  October,  No¬ 
vember,  and  December,  1963,  the  co¬ 
operative  diverted  18,  14,  21  and  23  per¬ 
cent,  respectively,  of  its  member  milk  to 
the  manufacturing  plant. 

The  cooperative  has  developed  a  sys¬ 
tem  which  it  finds  to  be  efficient  for  allo¬ 
cating  its  member  milk  to  the  several 
bottling  plants.  Under  this  system  the 
cooperative  assigns  those  producers  on 
its  larger  farm  bulk  tank  routes  (routes 
picked  up  by  a  single  bulk  tank  truck 
carrying  about  30,000  poimds  of  milk) 
on  a  regular  basis  to  pool  plants.  This 
milk  is  the  nucleus  of  the  raw  milk  sup¬ 
ply  for  the  receiving  handlers  and  is  di¬ 
verted  to  the  manufacturing  plant  only 
occasionally  during  the  month.  The  as¬ 
sociation  uses  its  smaller  farm  bulk  tank 
routes  (delivered  in  bulk  tank  trucks 


holding  about  12,000  pounds  of  milk)  as 
balsmcing  routes.  On  days  of  peak  de¬ 
mand  for  bottling,  the  cooperative  sup. 
pdies  handlers  with  exti*a  milk  from  the 
lower-volume  routes.  Since  some  han¬ 
dlers  need  only  limited  amounts  of  extra 
milk,  use  of  the  smaller  loads  for  this 
purpose  has  enabled  the  cooperative  to 
satisfy  the  precise  demands  of  handlers 
for  milk  with  efficioit  handling  of  the 
milk  as  delivered  from  the  farm. 

At  times,  however,  the  producer  miiit 
on  the  balancing  routes  is  needed  at  pool 
plants  for  only  a  few  days  during  the 
month.  Last  year  during  September 
through  December,  for  example,  the  co¬ 
operative,  because  of  the  nature  of  its 
hauling  and  handling  operations,  experi¬ 
enced  considerable  difficulty  in  attaining 
delivery  to  pool  plants  of  the  production 
of  certain  producers  on  the  required 
number  of  days  during  the  month.  To 
do  so  the  coc^rative  had  to  divert  con¬ 
siderable  amounts  of  producer  milk  on 
the  larger  routes  away  from  regular  out¬ 
lets  to  the  cooperative’s  manufacturing 
plant  Producer  milk  on  the  smaller 
routes,  normally  delivered  to  pool  plants 
only  on  peak  bottling  days,  was  then 
shipped  there  for  the  additional  days 
necessary  to  qualify  it  as  producer  milk 
This  added  to  milk  hauling  costs  and 
created  accounting  problems  for  the  co¬ 
operative.  It  also  made  efficient  alloca¬ 
tion  of  the  milk  among  handlers  difficult 
since  the  diversion  limit  prevented  full 
use  of  the  cooperative’s  regular  system 
for  assigning  milk  among  handlers. 

A  percentage  diversion  provision  would 
be  more  fiexlble  and  would  permit  more 
efficient  marketing.  With  such  a  pro¬ 
vision  the  producer  milk  on  the  balancing 
routes  could  remain  priced  and  pooled 
under  the  order  without  the  necessity  of 
uneconomic  shifting  of  supplies.  A  per¬ 
centage  limit  which  would  not  require 
each  producer’s  milk  to  be  received  at 
a  pool  plant  for  one-half  of  the  days  of 
production  thus  would  permit  the  coop¬ 
erative  to  supply  the  precise  milk  nee^ 
of  handlers  at  all  times  at  minimum  cost 
to  the  producers. 

As  an  alternative  to  the  present  days 
of  production  limitation,  a  cooperative 
therefore  should  be  enabled  to  divert  up 
to  35  percent  of  its  member  milk  to  non¬ 
pool  plants  provided  each  producer’s 
milk  is  received  at  a  pool  plant  for  one 
day  during  tiie  month.  The  latter  re¬ 
quirement  will  insure  that  the  milk  of 
each  producer  continues  to  be  available 
to  the  market. 

The  size  of  the  percentage  diversion 
limit  contained  in  the  cooperative’s  pro¬ 
posal,  35  percent  of  a  cooperative  asso¬ 
ciation’s  member  milk,  is  appropriate  for 
this  purpose.  Although  proponent  di¬ 
verted  a  somewhat  smaller  percentage 
in  the  faU  of  1963,  a  85  percent  limit  Is 
necessary  to  provide  an  adequate  operat¬ 
ing  margin.  Proponent’s  diversions  this 
year  could  be  higher  thsui  those  of  1963. 
TTiis  is  so  because  the  cooperative  ciu- 
rently  supplies  bottlers  who  sell  major 
portions  of  their  packaged  milk  to 
large  wholesale  outlets  for  distribution 
through  supermarkets.  CMnpetition  for 
these  store  contracts  is  keen  and  these 
accounts  can  change  hands  on  short  no¬ 
tice.  Loss  of  wholesale  accounts  may 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


11601 


Thursday,  August  13,  1964 

significantly  lower  milk  reauirements  of 
a  particular  bottler  and,  in  turn,  could 
force  the  cooperative  to  divert  to  Its 
manufacturing  plant  greater-than-nor- 
mal  amounts  of  milk. 

The  more  flexible  percentage  system 
for  diversions  of  producer  milk  should 
U)ply  also  with  respect  to  proprietary 
(g)erators  of  pool  plants.  Some  handlers 
leceiving  non-member  .producer  milk 
dispose  of  excess  supplies  by  diversion  to 
nonpool  plants.  An  appropriate  per¬ 
centage  limit  for  such  handlers  is  35 
percent  of  the  milk  of  producers  (except 
members  of  a  cooperative  which  is  di¬ 
verting  on  a  percentage  basis)  sup- 
[dylng  the  pool  plant.  This  percentage 
should  cover  ttie  quantities  which  pool 
plant  operators  would  normally  divert 
daring  the  fall  months.  For  the  reasons 
previously  stated  in  the  discussion  of  the 
i4n)lication  of  the  provision  to  coopera¬ 
tive  associations,  operators  of  pool  plants 
also  should  be  required  to  receive  the 
milk  of  each  producer  at  a  pool  plant  for 
at  least  one  day  during  the  month. 

Proprietary  handlers  should  have  ttie 
same  opportunity  to  realize  economies 
such  as  those  which  would  accrue  to  the 
proponent  cooperative  imder  the  per¬ 
centage  diversion  system.  It  is  fre¬ 
quently  possible  for  a  diverting  handler 
to  cut  mUk  hauling  costs  by  diverting 
certain  loads  of  producer  milk  to  nonpool 
plants  for  a  greater  portion  of  the  time 
while  receiving  milk  from  other  pro¬ 
ducers  nearly  every  day.  Proponent  co- 
(Verative  did  not  oppose  giving  proprie- 
tuy  handlers  such  a  diversion  privilege. 

Under  the  new  provision  a  proprietary 
handler  should  not  be  permitted  to  divert 
the  milk  of  members  of  a  cooperative 
which  is  diverting  milk  on  a  “percentage” 
basis.  Such  a  limitation  is  necessary  to 
prevent  double  accounting  on  coopera¬ 
tive  association  member  milk.  Without 
such  a  restriction  a  cooperative  could  di¬ 
vert  a  full  35  percent  of  its  member  milk. 
At  the  same  time  a  handler  could  divert 
either  one-half  of  the  days  of  production 
of  these  producers  or  35  percent  of  their 
milk.  This  could  result  in  diversions  of 
member  milk  considerably  in  excess  of 
the  35  percent  limit  included  in  the  order 
to  cover  surplus  disposal  requirements. 

For  administrative  application  of  the 
provision,  the  order  should  specify  what 
ts  to  be  done  when  a  cooperative  or  the 
operator  of  a  pool  plant  “over-diverts” 
milk.  When  the  days-of-production 
limit  is  exceeded  only  that  milk  of  the 
individual  producer  which  was  received 
&t  a  pool  plant  or  which  was  diverted  to 
a  ncmpool  plant  for  not  more  than  one- 
imlf  of  the  days  of  production  should  be 
PJ^ucer  milk  under  the  order.  When 
the  percentage  system  is  elected  and  milk 
«  over-diverted,  an  amount  of  milk 
®Qual  to  the  quantity  diverted  in  excess 
or  the  35  percent  limit  should  not  be 
producer  milk.  In  this  case  the  coop- 
eiAtive  or  the  operator  of  the  pool  plant 
Should  designate  the  dairy  farmers  whose 
®llk  is  ineligible  as  producer  milk.  If 
V^perative  or  a  pool  handler  fails  to 
^*l8hate  the  dairy  farmers  whose  milk 
» ineligible,  making  it  infeasible  for  the 
®*j^t  administrator  to  determine  which 
^  was  over-diverted,  all  milk  diverted 
*0  nonpool  plants  by  such  handlers  should 
No.  168 — —4 
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be  made  ineligiUe  as  producer  milk. 
Use  of  the  above  procedures  will  provide 
practical  methods  for  Identiflcation  of 
the  milk  eligible  for  pricing  and  pooling 
under  the  order.  At  the  same  time  max¬ 
imum  flexibility  in  handler  operations 
will  be  permitted. 

Rulings  on  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions.  No  briefs  were  flled  on  behalf 
of  interested  parties. 

General  findings.  The  flndings  and 
determinations  hereinafter  set  forth  are 
supplementary  and  in  addiUon  to  the 
flndings  and  determinations  previously 
made  in  connection  with  the  issuance  of 
the  aforesaid  order  and  of  the  previous¬ 
ly  issued  amendments  thereto;  and  all  of 
said  previous,  flndings  and  determina¬ 
tions  are  hereby  ratifled  and  affirmed, 
except  Insofar  as  such  flndings  and  de¬ 
terminations  may  be  in  conflict  with  the 
flndings  and  determinations  set  forth 
herein. 

(a)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  deter¬ 
mined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  Act 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price 
of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds,  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  and  demand  for  milk  in 
the  marketing  area,  and  the  minimum 
prices  specifled  in  the  proposed  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  the  order,  as  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended,  are  such  prices 
as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  in¬ 
sure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and 
wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  public 
interest;  and 

(c)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  will  regulate  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  same  manner  as, 
and  wUl  be  applicable  only  to  persons  in 
the  respective  classes  of  industrial  and 
commercial  activity  specifled  in,  a  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  upon  which  a  hearing 
has  been  held. 

Recommended  marketing  agreement 
and  order  amending  the  order.  The 
following  order  amending  the  order,  as 
amended,  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  Fort  Wayne,  Indiana,  mar¬ 
keting  area  is  recommended  as  the  de¬ 
tailed  and  appropriate  means  by  which 
the  foregoing  conclusions  may  be  carried 
out.  The  recommended  marketing 
agreement  is  not  included  in  this  de¬ 
cision  because  the  regidatory  provisions 
thereof  would  be  the  same  as  those  con¬ 
tained  in  the  order,  as  hereby  prop<»ed 
to  be  amended: 

Section  1047.14  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1047.14  Producer  milk. 

Producer  milk  means  all  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  which  is: 

(a)  Physically  received  at  a  pool  plant 
directly  from  produce;  or 

(b)  Diverted  by  the  operator  of  a  pool 
plant  or  by  a  cooperative  association, 
subject  to  the  following  conditions: 

(1)  The  operator  of  a  pool  plant  may 
divert  the  milk  production  of  a  producer 
to  the  pool  plant  of  another  handler  for 


not  more  than  one-half  of  the  days  of 
production  during  the  month. 

(2)  During  January  through  August 
the  operator  of  a  pool  plant  or  a  coopera¬ 
tive  association  may  divert  the  milk  pro¬ 
duction  of  a  producer  from  a  pool  plant 
to  a  nonpool  plant  (other  than  that  of  a 
producer-handler)  on  any  niunber  of 
days  during  the  month. 

(3)  During  September  through  De¬ 
cember  the  milk  of  a  producer  which 
may  be  diverted  to  a  nonpool  plant 
(other  than  that  of  a  producer-handler) 
by  the  operator  of  a  pool  plant  or  a  co¬ 
operative  association,  respectively,  shall 
be  limited  to  the  amounts  specifled  in 
subdivisions  (i)  and  (ii)  of  this  sub- 
paragraph: 

(i)  The  operator  of  a  pool  plant  may 
divert  the  milk  of  producers  (except  pro¬ 
ducer  members  of  a  cooperative  associa¬ 
tion  which  is  diverting  milk  imder  the 
percentage  limit  of  subdivision  (ii)  of 
this  subparagraph)  on  not  more  than 
one-half  of  the  days  of  production  of 
each  such  producer,  respectively,  or  he 
may  divert  an  aggregate  quantity  not 
exceeding  35  percent  of  the  milk  of  all 
such  producers  whose  milk  has  been 
received  at  his  pool  plant  (s)  for  at  least 
one  day  during  the  month. 

(ii)  A  cooperative  association  may 
divert  the  milk  of  its  individual  member 
producers  on  not  more  than  one-half  of 
the  days  of  production  of  each  such  pro¬ 
ducer,  respectively,  or  it  may  divert  an 
aggregate  quantity  of  the  milk  of  mem¬ 
ber  producers  whose  milk  has  been  re¬ 
ceived  at  pool  plants  for  at  least  one  day 
during  the  month  not  exceeding  35  per¬ 
cent  of  all  such  milk  either  caused 
to  be  delivered  to  pool  plants  or 
diverted  to  nonpool  plants  by  the  coop¬ 
erative  association. 

(4)  When  milk  is  diverted  in  excess 
of  the  limit  by  a  handler  who  elects  to 
divert  on  the  basis  of  days-of-production 
only  that  milk  of  the  individual  producer 
which  was  received  at  a  pool  plant  or 
which  was  diverted  to  a  nonpool  plant 
for  not  more  than  one-half  of  the  days- 
of-production  shall  be  considered  pro¬ 
ducer  milk.  Should  milk  be  diverted  to 
a  nonpool  plant  in  excess  of  the  per¬ 
centage  limit  by  a  handler  who  elects 
to  divert  on  a  percentage  basis,  eligibil¬ 
ity  as  producer  milk  shall  be  forfeited  on 
a  quantity  of  milk  equal  to  such  excess. 
In  such  instances  the  diverting  handler 
shall  specify  the  dtdry  farmers  whose 
milk  is  ineligible  as  producer  milk.  If  a 
handler  falls  to  designate  such  dairy 
farmers  whose  milk  is  ineligible,  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  status  shall  be  forfeited  with 
respect  to  all  milk  diverted  to  nonpool 
plants  by  such  handler . 

(5)  Milk  diverted  for  the  account  of 
the  operator  of  a  pool  plant  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  to  have  been  received  at  the 
pocd  plant  from  which  diverted  and  milk 
diverted  for  the  account  of  a  co(q;>eratlve 
association  shall  be  considered  to  have 
been  received  at  the  location  of  the  pool 
plant  fnmi  which  diverted. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  10, 1964. 

Clarence  H.  Gerard, 

Deputy  Administrator. 
[FJl.  Doc.  64-8188;  Filed,  Aug.  12,  1964; 

8:49  ajxx.] 
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FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

I  14  CFI  Port  151  [Ntwl  1 

[Bag.  Docket  No.  6143;  Notice  64-30] 

FEDERAL  AID  TO  AIRPORTS 

Notic*  of  Proposed  Rulo  Making 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  ha* 
under  consideration  a  proposal  to  incor¬ 
porate  into  Part  151  [New]  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  the  equal 
employment  opportunity  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  President’s  Committee  (m 
Equal  Employment  Opportunity  (28 
FJl.  9812)  to  implement  Executive  Order 
11114  of  June  22.  1963  (28  F.R.  6485)  as 
these  provisions  apply  to  construction 
contracts  for  airport  projects  under¬ 
taken  with  Federal  aid  granted  under 
the  Federal  Airport  Act,  as  amended  (49 
U.S.C.  1101  through  1119).  These  con¬ 
tracts  are  encompassed  in  the  definition 
of  federally  assisted  construction  con¬ 
tracts  to  which  Executive  Order  11114 
makes  M>pllcable  the  provisions  of  Part 
m  of  Executive  Order  10925  of  March  6. 
1961  (3  Cro.  1961  Supp.,  page  86), 
amending  it  at  the  same  time. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par- 
tlcix>ate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Conununications  should  Identify  the  reg¬ 
ulatory  docket  or  notice  number  and  be 
submitted  in  duplicate  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Agency.  Office  of  the  General 
Coiinsel:  Attention  Rules  Docket.  800, 
Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20553.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceive  on  or  before  September  14,  1964, 
will  be  considered  by  the  Administrator 
before  taking  action  on  the  proposed 
rule.  The  proposal  conttdned  in  this 
notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of 
conunents  received.  All  comments  sub¬ 
mitted  will  be  available,  both  before  and 
after  the  closing  date  for  comments,  in 
the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons. 

Implementing  the  requirement  of  sec¬ 
tion  101  of  Executive  Order  11114  that 
amended  section  301  of  Executive  Order 
10925  should  be  incorporated  in  such 
contracts,  the  committee  regulations 
prescribe  an  equal  opportunity  clause  in 
5  60-1.3  (b)  (1).  This  amendment  to 
Part  151  would  accomplish  the  required 
incorporation  by  reference  in  paragraph 

(b)  of  new  §  151.54.  The  same  provi¬ 
sions,  as  well  as  S  60-1.5(c)  (2)  of  the 
committee  regulations,  also  require  that 
sponsors  of  airport  projects  agree  to  the 
incorporation  of  this  clause  in  these 
contracts  and  that  they  undertake  cer¬ 
tain  other  obligations,  thus  also  imple¬ 
menting  the  second  sentence  of 
section  101  of  Executive  Order  11114. 
Section  60-1.3  (b)(1)  of  the  committee 
regulations  therefore  would  be  incorpo¬ 
rated  in  its  entirety  in  the  FAA’s  grant 
agreements  with  sponsors  by  reference 
in  paragraph  (a)  of  new  8  151.54.  Also 
Inserted  in  paragraph  (a)  would  be  the 
provision  required  by  8  60-1.5 (c)  (2)  of 
the  committee  regulations  that  this 
Agency  indicate  that  it  is  primarily  re¬ 
sponsible  for  sponsors’  compliance  with 
the  equal  opp^imity  clause. 


The  other  provisions  of  the  committee 
regulations  which  are  to  be  reflected  in 
FAA  regulattoDS  also  would  be  Tna/ia 
^ectlve  by  incorporation  in  new  8  151.54. 
These  ase  the  directions  in  8  60-1.6(a) 
that  the  Agency  require  honexempt  con¬ 
tractors  and  subcontractors  to  file  cer¬ 
tain  compliance  reports  (8151.54(c)); 
and  the  directions  in  8  60-1.6(b)  (1)  that 
the  Agency  require  certain  statements 
from  bidders  and  prospective  contrac¬ 
tors  (1151.54(d)).  The  enfm'cement 
and  complaint  provisions  of  Subpart  B 
of  the  committee  regulations  would  be 
made  applicaUe  by  reference  in  8  151.54 
(e) .  Finally,  8  151.47  would  be  amended 
to  require  advertisements  for  bids  to  in¬ 
form  bidders  of  the  cmitract  and  report¬ 
ing  provisions  now  required  by  new 
8  151.54. 

New  8  151.54  would  be  made  applica¬ 
ble  to  grant  agreements  made  or  modi¬ 
fied  on  or  after  its  effective  date.  The 
applicability  of  8  151.49(a)  (17).  the  ex¬ 
isting  provision  with  respect  to  equal 
emplosrment  opportunity,  would  be 
limited  to  cmitracts  made  under  grant 
agreements  entered  into  before  the 
effeotlve  date  of  8 151.54.  Construc¬ 
tion  contracts  which  are  made  imder 
grant  agreements  subject  to  8 151.54 
would  have  to  comply  with  the  aiHilica- 
ble  provisions  of  that  section. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  It  is  proposed 
to  amend  Part  151  [New]  of  ’Dtle  14. 
Chapter  I,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
in  the  following  respects: 

§  151.47  [Amended] 

1.  A  new  sentence  is  Inserted  between 
the  first  and  second  sentences  of  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  8  151.47  to  read:  “The  ad¬ 
vertisement  shall  inform  the  bidders  of 
the  contract  and  reporting  provisions  re¬ 
quired  by  8  151.54.” 

§  151.49  [Amended] 

3.  Paragraph  (b)  of  8  151.49  is  amend¬ 

ed  by  adding  a  sentence  to  read:  “Sub- 
paragraph  (17)  of  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  does  not  apply  to  contracts  made 
under  grant  agreements  entered  into 
after _ .” 

4.  A  new  8  151.54  is  added  to  read: 

§  151.54  Equal  employment  opportu¬ 
nity  requirements. 

In  conformity  with  Executive  Order 
11114  of  June  22, 1963  (28  FJi.  6485)  and 
regulations  prescribed  by  the  President’s 
Committee  on  Equal  Emplosrment  Op¬ 
portunity  (41  CFR  Part  60-1,  28  FH. 
9812, 11305,  referred  to  herein  by  section 
numbers  of  Part  60—1) ,  the  provisions  re¬ 
ferred  to  below  are  inrorporated  by  ref¬ 
erence  into  this  part. 

(a)  Equal  employment  opportunity 
requirements.  There  are  hereby  incor¬ 
porated  by  reference  into  this  part,  as 
requirements,  the  provisions  of  8  60-1.3 
(b)(1).  The  FAA  is  primarily  respon¬ 
sible  for  the  sponsor’s  compliance. 

(b)  Equal  employment  opportunity 
requirements  in  construction  contracts. 
The  sponsor  shall  cause  the  “equal  op¬ 
portunity  clause”  in  8  60-1.3(b)  (1)  to  be 
incorporated  into  all  prime  contracts  and 
subcontracts  as  required  by  8  60-1.3(c). 


(c)  Reporting  requirements  for  con¬ 
tractors  and  subcontractors.  The  spon¬ 
sor  shall  cause  the  filing  of  compliance 
reports  by  contractors  and  subcontrac¬ 
tors  as  provided  in  8  60-1.6(a)  and  the 
furnishing  of  such  other  information  as 
may  be  required  under  that  provision. 

(d)  Bidders*  reports.  (1)  The  spon¬ 
sor  shall  include  in  his  invitations  for 
bids  or  negotiations  for  contracts,  and 
shall  r^uire  his  contractors  to  include  in 
their  invitations  for  bids  or  negotiations 
for  subcontracts,  the  following  provisions 
based  on  8  60-1.6(b)  (1) : 

Each  bidder,  proepeotive  ocmtractor  or 
proposed  Buboontractor  shall  state  as  aa 
Initial  part  of  the  bid  or  negotiations  of  the 
contract  whether  he  has  participated  In  any 
previous  contract  or  subcontract  subject  to 
the  equal  opp<xtunlty  clause  and.  If  so, 
whether  he  has  filed  with  the  President’s 
Committee  on  Equal  Employment  Oppor- 
tunlty  or  the  contracting  or  administering 
agency  adl  compliance  reports  due  under 
applicable  Instructions.  In  any  case  in 
which  a  bidder  or  prospective  contractor  or 
proposed  subcontractor  who  has  participated 
In  a  previous  ocmtract  or  subcontract  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  equal  opportunity  clause  has  not 
filed  a  compliance  report  due  \mder  applica¬ 
ble  Instructions,  such  bidder,  prospective 
contracts  or  proposed  subcontractor  shall 
submit  a  compliance  repeat  prior  to  the 
award  of  the  proposed  contract  or  subcon¬ 
tract.  When  a  detamlnatlon  has  been  made 
to  award  a  contract  to  a  specific  contractor, 
such  contractor  shaU,  prior  to  award,  furnish 
such  other  pertinent  information  regarding 
his  own  employment  policies  and  practices 
as  well  as  those  of  his  proposed  subcon¬ 
tractors  as  the  FAA.  the  sponsor,  or  the 
Executive  Vice  Chalrnuin  of  the  President’s 
Oorxunittee  may  require. 

(2)  The  sponsor  or  his  contractors 
shall  give  express  notice  of  the  require¬ 
ments  of  this  paragraph  (d)  in  all 
invitations  for  bids  or  negotiations  for 
contracts. 

(e)  Enforcement.  The  FAA  conducts 
compliant  reviews,  handles  complaints 
and,  where  appropriate,  conducts  hear¬ 
ings  and  imposes,  or  recommends  to  the 
Committee,  sanctions,  as  provided  in 
Subpart  B — Oenmral  Enforcement;  Com¬ 
plaint  Procedure  of  Part  60-1. 

(f)  Exempted  contracts.  Except  for 
subcontracts  for  the  performance  of 
construction  work  at  the  site  of  con¬ 
struction.  the  requirements  of  this  sec¬ 
tion.  do  not  apply  to  subcontracts  below 
the  second  tier  (8  60-1.3(c)).  The  re¬ 
quirements  of  this  section  do  not  apply 
to  contracts  and  subcontracts  exempted 
by  8  60-1.4. 

(g)  Meaning  of  terms.  The  term 
“applicant”  in  the  provisions  of  Part 
60-1  incorporated  by  reference  in  this 
section  means  the  sponsor,  except  where 
the  Committee  Regulations  refer  to  an 
ai^licant  for  employment,  and  the  term 
“adminlsterhig  agency”  therein  means 
the  FAA 

(h)  Applicability  to  existing  agree¬ 
ments  arCd  contracts.  This  section  ap¬ 
plies  to  grant  agre^ents  made  on  or 
after  [effective  date  of  this  amend¬ 
ment].  It  applies  to  contracts  and  sub¬ 
contracts  as  defined  in  8  60-1.2(i)  and 
(k)  of  Part  60-1  made  in  accordance 
with  a  grant  agrement  to  which  this 
section  sqiplies. 

\ 
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These  amendments  are  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  the  Federal  Airport  Act 
(49  UG.C.  1101  through  1119).  Executive 
Order  11114  ot  June  22.  1963  (28  Fit. 
6485) .  and  Regulations  of  the  President’s 
C(»nmlttee  on  Equal  Employment  CH>- 
portxinlty  (41  CFR  Part  60-1,  28  FJR. 
9812, 11305). 

Issued  In  Washington,  D.C..  on  August 
11.  1964. 

N.  E.  ^ALABT. 
Administrator, 

(FR.  Doc.  64-8232;  FUed,  Aug.  12.  1964; 
8:50  am.] 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

STATE  OF  KANSAS 

Proposed  Agreement  for  Assumption 
of  Certain  AEC  Regulatory  Authority 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  UJS. 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  is  publishing 
for  public  comment,  prior  to  action  there¬ 
on,  a  proposed  agreement  received  from 
the  Governor  of  the  State  of  Kansas  for 
the  assumption  of  certain  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulatory  authority  pursuant 
to  section  274  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended. 

A  r6sum6,  prepared  by  the  State  of 
Kansas  and  summarizing  the  State’s 
proposed  program,  was  also  submitted 
to  the  Commission  and  is  set  forth  below 
as  an  appendix  to  this  notice.  Attach¬ 
ments  referenced  in  the  appendix  are 
included  in  the  complete  text  of  the 
program.  A  copy  of  the  program,  in¬ 
cluding  proposed  Kansas  regulations,  is 
available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  or 
may  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Direc¬ 
tor.  Division  of  State  and  Licensee  Re¬ 
lations,  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20545.  All  interested 
persons  desiring  to  submit  comments  and 
suggestions  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Commission  in  connection  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  agreement  should  send  them,  in 
triplicate,  to  the  Secretary,  U.S.  Atomic 
Energy  Commission.  Washington,  D.C., 
20545,  within  30  days  after  initial  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Exemptions  from  the  Commission’s 
regulatory  authority  which  would  im¬ 
plement  this  proposed  agreement,  as  well 
as  other  agreements  which  may  be  en¬ 
tered  into  under  section  274  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act,  as  amended,  were 
published  as  Part  150  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  regulations  in  Federal  Register 
issuance  of  February  14,  1962;  27  FJl. 
1351.  In  reviewing  this  proposed  agree¬ 
ment,  interested  persons  should  also 
consider  the  aforementioned  exemptions. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  4th 
day  of  August  1964. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

F.  T.  Hobbs, 

Acting  Secretary  to  the  Commission. 

Proposed  Agreement  Between  the  United 
States  Atomic  Energy  Commission  and 
THE  State  or  Kansas  for  Disconthtuance 
or  Certain  Commission  Regulatory  Au¬ 
thority  AND  Responsibility  Within  the 
State  Pursuant  to  Section  274  or  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  or  1954,  as  Amended 

Whereas,  The  United  States  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
Commission)  Is  authorized  under  Section 
274  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Act) 
to  enter  Into  agreements  vrlth  the  Oovemor 
of  any  State  providing  for  discontinuance  of 
the  regulatory  authority  of  the  Commission 
within  the  State  under  Chapters  6.  7,  and  8 
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and  Section  161  of  the  Act  with  respect  to 
byproduct  materials,  source  materials,  and 
special  nuclear  materials  In  quantities  not 
suAclent  to  form  a  critical  mass;  and 
Whereas,  The  Oovemor  of  the  State  of 
Kansas  Is  authorized  under  Chapter  290  of 
the  1963  Session  Laws  of  the  State  of  Kansas 
to  enter  Into  this  Agreement  with  the  Com¬ 
mission;  and 

Whereas,  The  Governor  of  the  State  of 
Kansas  certified  on  July  24,  1964,  that  the 
State  of  Kansas  (hereinafter  referred  to  as 
the  State)  has  a  program  for  the  control  of 
radiation  hazards  adequate  to  protect  the 
public  health  and  safety  with  respect  to  the 
materials  within  the  State  covered  by  this 
Agreement,  and  that  the  State  desires  to  as¬ 
sume  regulatory  responsibility  for  such  ma¬ 
terials;  and 

Whereas,  The  Commission  found  on 

- that  the  program  of  the  State 

for  the  regulation  of  the  materials  covered 
by  this  Agreement  is  compatible  with  the 
Commission’s  program  for  the  regulation  of 
such  materials  and  Is  adequate  to  protect 
the  public  health  and  safety;  and 
Whereas,  The  State  recognizes  the  desira¬ 
bility  and  Importance  of  maintaining  con¬ 
tinuing  compatibility  between  its  program 
and  the  program  of  the  Commission  for  the 
control  of  radiation  hazards  In  the  interest 
of  public  health  and  safety;  and 

Whereas,  The  Commission  and  the  State 
recognize  the  desirability  of  reciprocal  rec¬ 
ognition  of  licenses  and  exemption  from  li¬ 
censing  of  those  materials  subject  to  this 
Agreement;  and 

Whereas,  This  Agreement  is  entered  Into 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Atomic 
Energ^y  Act  of  1954,  as  amended; 

Now,  therefore.  It  Is  hereby  agreed  between 
the  Commission  and  the  Governor  of  the 
State,  acting  in  behalf  of  the  State,  as 
follows : 

Article  I.  Subject  to  the  exceptions  pro¬ 
vided  In  Articles  II,  m,  and  IV,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  shall  discontinue,  as  of  the  effective 
date  of  this  Agreement,  the  regulatory  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Commission  In  the  State  under 
Chapters  6,  7,  and  8,  and  Section  161  of  the 
Act  with  respect  to  the  following  materials : 

A.  Byproduct  materials; 

B.  Source  materials;  and 

C.  Special  nuclear  materials  In  quantities 
not  sufficient  to  form  a  critical  mass. 

Article  II.  This  Agreement  does  not  pro¬ 
vide  for  discontinuance  of  any  authority  and 
the  Commission  shall  retain  authority  and 
responsibility  with  respect  to  regulation  of: 

A.  The  construction  and  operation  of  any 
production  or  utilization  facility; 

B.  The  export  from  or  Import  Into  the 
United  States  of  byproduct,  source,  or  spe¬ 
cial  nuclear  material,  or  of  any  production 
or  utilization  facility; 

C.  The  disposal  Into  the  ocean  or  sea  of 
byproduct,  source,  or  special  nuclear  waste 
materials  as  defined  In  regulations  or  orders 
of  the  Commission; 

D.  The  disposal  of  such  other  byproduct, 
source,  or  special  nuclear  material  as  the 
Commission  from  time  to  time  determines 
by  regulation  or  order  should,  because  of  the 
hazards  or  potential  hazards  thereof,  not  be 
so  disposed  of  without  a  license  from  the 
Commission. 

Article  III.  Notwithstanding  this  Agree¬ 
ment,  the  Commission  may  from  time  to 
time  by  rule,  regulation,  or  order,  require 
that  the  manufacturer,  processor,  or  pro¬ 
ducer  of  any  equipment,  device,  commodity, 
or  other  product  containing  source,  byprod¬ 
uct.  or  special  nuclear  material  shall  not 


transfer  possession  or  control  of  such  prod¬ 
uct  except  pursuant  to  a  license  or  an 
exemption  from  licensing  issued  by  the 
Commission. 

Article  IV.  This  Agre«nent  shall  not 
affect  the  authority  of  the  Commission  undn' 
subsection  161  b.  or  1.  of  the  Act  to  issue 
rules,  regulations,  or  orders  to  protect  the 
common  defense  and  security,  to  protect  re¬ 
stricted  data  or  to  guard  agal^t  the  loss  or 
diversion  of  special  nuclear  material. 

Article  V.  The  Commission  will  use  its 
beet  efforts  to  cooperate  with  the  State  and 
other  agreement  states  In  the  formulation  of 
standards  and  regulatory  programs  of  the 
State  and  the  Commission  for  protection 
against  hazards  of  radiation  and  to  assine 
that  State  and  Commission  programs  for  pro¬ 
tection  against  hazards  of  radiation  will  be 
coordinated  and  compatible.  The  State  will 
use  Its  best  effcEts  to  cooperate  with  the 
Commission  and  other  agreement  states  In 
the  formulation  of  standards  and  regulatory 
programs  of  the  State  and  the  Commission 
for  protection  against  hazards  of  radiation 
and  to  assure  that  the  State’s  program  will 
continue  to  be  compatible  with  the  program 
of  the  Commission  for  the  regulation  of  like 
materials.  The  State  and  the  Commission 
will  use  their  best  efforts  to  keep  each  other 
Informed  of  proposed  changes  In  their  re¬ 
spective  rules  and  regulations  and  licensing, 
inspection  and  enforcement  policies  and  cri¬ 
teria,  and  to  obtain  the  comments  and  as¬ 
sistance  of  the  other  party  thereon. 

Article  VI.  The  Commission  and  the  State 
agree  that  It  Is  desirable  to  provide  for  re¬ 
ciprocal  recognition  of  licenses  for  the  ma¬ 
terials  listed  In  Article  I  licensed  by  the  other 
party  or  by  any  agreement  State.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  Commission  and  the  State  agree 
to  use  their  beet  efforts  to  develop  appro¬ 
priate  rules,  regulations,  and  procedures 
by  which  such  reciprocity  will  be  accorded. 

Article  VII.  The  Commission,  upon  Its  own 
initiative  after  reasonable  notice  and  op¬ 
portunity  for  hearing  to  the  State,  or  upon 
request  of  the  Governor  of  the  State,  may 
terminate  or  suspend  this  Agreement  and  re¬ 
assert  the  licensing  and  regulatory  authority 
vested  In  It  imder  the  Act  if  the  Commission 
finds  that  such  termination  or  suspension 
is  required  to  protect  the  public  health  and 
safety. 

Article  VIII.  This  Agreement  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  on  January  1,  1965,  and  shall 
remain  In  effect  unless,  and  imtll  such  time 
as  It  Is  terminated  pursuant  to  Article  vn. 

POLICIES  AND  PROCEDURES 

Introduction 

Foreword.  ’The  following  narrative  pre¬ 
sents  a  brief  description  of  the  history,  prac¬ 
tices,  capabilities  and  proposed  activities  of 
the  Industrial,  Radiation  and  Air  Hygiene 
Program  of  Environmental  Health  Services, 
Kansas  State  Department  of  Health,  particu¬ 
larly  as  they  relate  to  the  assumption  of  cer¬ 
tain  regulatory  functions  of  the  United 
States  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Section  274b  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  authorizes  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  to  enter  Into  an  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  Governor  of  a  State  whereby 
the  Commission  may  transfer  to  the  State 
certain  licensing  and  regulatory  control  of 
byproduct,  source  and  special  nuclear  mate¬ 
rials  In  qucmtltles  not  sufficient  to  form  a 
critical  mass.  Discontinuance  of  the  Federal 
government’s  responsibilities  with  respect 
to  these  sources  of  ionizing  radiation  and 
assumption  thereof  by  the  State  is  made 
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when  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  has 
evaluated  and  accepted  the  (xxnpetency  of 
the  State  to  administer  licensing  and  regula¬ 
tory  authority  of  such  sources. 

Hie  Nuclear  Energy  Development  and  Ra¬ 
diation  Control  Act.  Chapter  290,  1068  Legls- 
latvire,  State  of  Kansas,  authorizes  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  of  Kansas  to  enter  into  agreements 
with  the  Federal  government,  to  appoint 
from  among  the  residents  of  the  State  a  Nu¬ 
clear  Energy  Advisory  Council;  and  desig¬ 
nates  the  Kansas  State  Board  of  Health  as 
the  official  agency  responsible  for  radiation 
control.  Further,  the  Act:  Instructs  the 
Board,  (a)  to  develop  programs  for  evalua¬ 
tion  of  hazards  associated  with  the  use  of 
radiation,  (b)  develop  programs,  with  due 
regard  for  compatibility  with  Federal  pro¬ 
grams,  for  regulation  and  inspection  of  by¬ 
product,  source  and  special  nuclear  mate¬ 
rials;  and  authorizes  the  Board,  (a)  to  re¬ 
quire  licensing  or  registration  of  all  sources 
ionizing  radiation,  (b)  to  provide  for  rec¬ 
ognition  of  other  State  or  Federal  licenses, 
and  (c)  to  enter  into,  subject  to  the  approval 
of  the  Governor,  an  agreement  or  agreements 
with  the  Federal  government,  other  States 
or  intrastate  agencies,  for  inspections  or 
other  functions  relating  to  the  control  of 
ionizing  radiation.  The  Act  provides  that 
the  State  regulatory  program  will  be  main¬ 
tained  so  as  to  provide  for  compatibility  with 
the  regulatory  programs  of  the  Federal  gov¬ 
ernment  and,  insofar  as  possible,  with  the 
regulatory  programs  of  otho:  States. 

Attached  to  this  narrative  are  copies  of 
the  Proposed  Agreement,  the  Nuclear  Energy 
Development  and  Radiation  Control  Act,  the 
Kansas  Radiation  Protection  Regulations, 
vario\is  forms  and  r§8tun6s,  and  a  statement 
of  the  policies  and  procedures  to  be  utilized 
by  the  Radiological  Hetdth  Section  of  the  In¬ 
dustrial,  Radiation  and  Air  Hygiene  Program 
of  Environmental  Health  Services,  Kansas 
State  Department  of  Health  pvirsuant  to  an 
agreement  between  the  United  States  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  and  the  State  of  Kansas. 

History.  The  Kansas  State  Department 
of  Health  has  been  involved  in  radiological 
health  activities  since  the  mid-1940*B 
through  the  indtistrlal  hygiene,  (or  occupa¬ 
tional  health)  programs  where  occupational 
radiation  exposures  were  encountered. 
Problems  at  that  time  included  radiation 
exposures  in  radium  dial  painting,  indus¬ 
trial  radiography,  and  the  use  of  thorium 
in  the  manufacture  of  lamp  and  lantern 
mantles. 

In  1949  the  State  Board  of  Health  was 
designated  by  the  Governor  as  the  State 
agency  to  receive  and  be  responsible  for 
keeping  data  and  information  from  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  concerning  those 
persons  and  organizations  in  Kansas  who 
were  issued  authorizations  to  acquire  and 
use  radioactive  isotopes  produced  in  the 
atomic  energy  program.  Since  that  time, 
personnel  of  the  Department  of  Health  have 
made  Joint  inspections  with  the  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  of 
those  holders  of  authorizations;  and  since 
1957  when  the  authorization  program  was 
changed  to  a  licensing  program,  of  those 
licensees  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission 
who  are  licensed  to  possess  and  vise  byprod¬ 
uct,  Bowce  and  special  nuclear  materials. 

In  1950  the  State  Board  of  Health  adopted 
»  regulation  requiring  the  placarding  of  all 
shoe  fitting  flouroscopes  in  the  State  with 
appropriate  warning  signs.  In  connection 
with  this  reg;ulation.  Department  personnel 
^conducted  a  radiation  survey  of  all  the  shoe 
fitting  fiuoroscopes  in  the  State. 

In  October  of  1956  a  Radiological  Health 
Advisory  Committee  to  the  State  Board  of 
Health  was  assembled  for  the  purpose  of  ad¬ 
ding  the  staff  of  the  Department  on  techni¬ 
cal  matters  relating  to  radiation  problems 
snd  to  recommend  to  ttie  Board  such  action 
as  the  Committee  might  de«n  desirable.  The 
membership  of  the  Committee  included  in¬ 


dividuals  especially  qualified  to  represent 
the  various  fields  of  endeavor  where  radia¬ 
tion  is  utilized  such  as:  medicine,  dentistry, 
industry,  agrlcrdtare,  research,  and  teaching. 
This  Oooamittee  worked  with  the  staff  in  all 
important  phases  of  the  program,  partic¬ 
ularly  in  the  formulation  of  radiation  pro¬ 
tection  regulations  and  propKwed  legislation. 
The  State  Board  of  Health  adopted  a  regula¬ 
tion  prohibiting  shoe  fitting  fiuoroscopes, 
and  requiring  registration  of  radiation 
sources,  and  the  Board  supported  a  radiation 
protection  act  which  was  adopted  by  the 
1959  Legislature. 

The  Radiation  Protection  Act  of  the  1959 
Legislature  gave  the  State  Board  of  Health 
broad  responsibility  and  authority  for  radia¬ 
tion  protection.  req\ilred  registration  of  all 
radiation  sources  in  the  State,  and  required 
adoption  of  necessary  regulations  by  the 
Board.  This  legislative  session  also  produced 
an  Atomic  Energy  Development  Act  which 
empowered  the  Governor  to  appoint  a  Gov¬ 
ernor’s  Atomic  Energy  Advisory  Council  and 
a  Coordinator  of  Atomic  Energy  Develop¬ 
ment  Activities.  The  Council  was  charged 
with  the  responsibility  of  advising  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  and  Coordinator  concerning  the  devel¬ 
opment,  utilization  and  regulation  of  atomic 
energy  and  other  forms  of  radiation. 

After  two  years  of  study  and  development 
by  the  Department  staff  and  the  Radiolog¬ 
ical  Health  Advisory  Committee  to  the  State 
Board  of  Health,  a  comprehensive  set  of 
Radiation  Protection  Regulations  was  com¬ 
pleted.  'These  regulations  were  approved  by 
the  Governor’s  Atomic  Energy  Advisory 
Council,  and  after  a  public  hearing,  adopted 
by  the  Board,  becoming  effective  September 
1.  1961. 

The  1961  regulations  provided  for  the 
registration  of  all  sources  of  ionizing  radia¬ 
tion  with  the  Department  of  Health  and 
for  appropriate  control  of  these  sources.  The 
Department  developed  a  comprehensive  radi¬ 
ation  control  program  designed  to  govern 
and  ensure  safeguards  for  the  various 
aspects  of  use.  transfer,  storage  and  disposal 
of  radiation  sources  and  machines.  This 
program  expanded  with  the  Increasing  use 
of  radioactive  sources,  X-ray  machines  and 
other  radiation  producing  equipment. 

The  primary  emphasis  in  the  radiation 
control  progrsun  has  been  placed  on  those 
rsidiatlon  sovirces  not  regulated  or  other¬ 
wise  vmder  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  such  as  X-ray  machines 
and  radium  sources.  As  of  January  1,  1964, 
there  were  approximately. 2500  X-ray  ma¬ 
chines  and  65  radium  users  in  the  State. 
Periodic,  routine  inspectlonal  surveys  are 
conducted  to  determine  and  correct  radio¬ 
logical  health  hazards  associated  with  the 
use  of  medical,  dental,  and  IndustriEil  radio- 
graphic  X-ray  installations,  and  radium 
users.  As  of  January,  1964,  approximately 
60  percent  of  the  X-ray  installations  have 
been  surveyed,  and  approximately  76  per¬ 
cent  of  the  radium  installations  have  been 
surveyed.  This  survey  work  is  Increasing 
rapidly  as  the  Department  staff  grows,  allow¬ 
ing  a  sufficient  number  of  manhours  to  be 
devoted  to  the  inspection  program. 

Additional  program  areas  were  developed 
in  order  to  provide  a  complete  and  compre¬ 
hensive  radiation  control  program.  These 
activities  included  a  program  of  environ¬ 
mental  monitoring  fat  air,  surface  water,  and 
milk;  vehicle  registration  and  identification 
for  those  vehicles  transporting  sources  of 
ionizing  radiation  within  the  State;  radio¬ 
activity  countermeasures  evaluations  and 
planning;  and  an  emergency  plan  for  han¬ 
dling  incidents  involving  transport  of  radio¬ 
active  materials. 

Ciurent  inspections  of  installations  in¬ 
clude  a  complete  review  by  the  inspector  of 
the  user’s  equipment  and  facilities;  the 
method  and  equipment  for  handling  and 
stwage  of  radioactive  materials;  interviews 
:with  the  personnel  responsible  for  both 


radiation  safety  and  actual  operations  vising 
Ihe  radioactive  material;  survey  methods 
'and  results;  posting  and  labeling  of  the 
sovirces  and  areas  with  the  proper  signs  and 
labels;  methods  and  effectiveness  of  main¬ 
taining  control  of  Individuals  in  restricted 
areas;  recOTds  of  receipts,  transfers,  inven¬ 
tories,  and  disposal  of  radioactive  materials 
or  machines;  and  disposal  of  radioactive 
materials  to  the  sewer  system  or  the  soil. 
Inspection  procedures  of  this  general  type 
will  be  used  In  the  future  for  Inspections 
of  all  installations  using  radioactive  mate¬ 
rial  and/(»r  radiation  {zroduclng  machines. 

Program  Description 

'  The  Radiation  Control  Program  proposed 
under  an  agreement  will  be  conducted  by 
the  Radiological  Health  Section  of  the  In¬ 
dustrial,  Radiation  and  Air  Hygiene  Program, 
Environmental  Health  Services,  Kansas  State 
Department  of  Health. 

Licensing  and  registration.  The  State 
program  will  control  all  sources  of  ionizing 
radiation,  other  than  those  sources  for  which 
regulatory  authority  has  been  retained  by 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission.  Provisions 
have  been  made  for  the  issuance  of  general 
and  specific  licenses  for  radioactive  materials. 
Such  licenses  are  required  for  the  receipt,  use, 
possession,  transfer  or  disposal  of  all  radio¬ 
active  materials  regardless  of  the  form  of 
such  materials.  Allowances  have  been 
made  for  exemptions  of  certain  items  which 
contain  less  than  specified  amounts  of  radio¬ 
active  material  of  particular  types.  Ex¬ 
amples  of  such  exemptions  are  those  for 
certain  Iviminous  timepieces,  automobile 
lock  illuminators,  and  thorivim  lamp  and 
lantern  mantles.  Under  the  provisions  of 
the  regulations: 

1.  General  licenses  are  effective  without 
the  filing  of  applications  with  the  Depart¬ 
ment  or  the  issuance  of  licensing  documents 
to  particular  persons.  The  State  will  issue 
general  licenses  under  specified  circum¬ 
stances  when  more  stringent  control  by 
specific  licenses  is  found  to  be  unnecessary 
to  protect  public  health  and  safety. 

2.  Specific  licenses  are  issued  by  the  State 
of  Kansas  to  named  persons  upon  applica¬ 
tions  filed  pvirsuant  to  the  regulations. 
Basically  the  regulations  regarding  specific 
licenses  require  that: 

(a)  The  applicant  is  qualified  by  reason 
of  training  and  experience  to  use  the  material 
in  question  for  the  pvirpose  requested; 

(b)  The  applicant’s  proposed  location, 
equipment,  facilities,  and  procedures  are 
adequate  to  protect  health  and  minimize 
danger  to  life  and  property; 

(c)  The  issuance  of  the  license  will  not 
be  inimical  to  the  health  and  safety  of  the 
public; 

(d)  ’The  material  may  be  used  only  for  the 
purpose  authorized  in  the  license; 

(e)  The  material  may  not  be  transferred 
except  to  a  person  or  persons  authorized  to 
receive  it. 

Every  person  not  already  registered  who 
possesses  a  registrable  item  (any  radiation 
machine  capable  of  producing  radiation) .  on 
the  effective  date  of  the  regulations  is  re¬ 
quired  to  re-register  with  the  Department 
within  60  days  of  the  effective  date.  Persons 
who  acquire  possession  of  a  registrable  item 
subsequent  to  the  effective  date  are  required 
to  register  within  30  days  of  the  acquisition 
of  such  item  or  items. 

A  Medical  Advisory  Committee  to  the  Ra¬ 
diological  Health  Section,  consisting  of  three 
radiologists,  one  internist,  one  hematologist 
and  one  svirgeon,  which  has  a  thorough 
knowledge  and  working  experience  vrith  the 
use  of  radioactive  materials  in  the  practice 
of  medicine,  will  be  used  tar  consultations 
and  recommendation  concerning  license  ap¬ 
plications  for  the  hviman  use  of  radioactive 
materials.  As  general  guides  in  the  evalua- 


I 


11606 


.  NOTICES 


tlon  of  license  sppUcetlons.  the  Bsdlologlcal 
Health  Section  and  the  Medical  Adstiory 
Ocounlttee  will  uUUae  applicable  criteria  as 
presented  bj  Atomic  Eiwgy  Cammlssl<»i 
publications  Ineludlng:  ••licensing  Require¬ 
ments  for  Teletherapy  Programs,**  **Iioens- 
Ing  Requirements  for  Broad  Licenses  fer  Re¬ 
search  and  I>eTel<q;)ment**  **ljlcen8ing  Re¬ 
quirements  for  Broad  Medical  Use,**  and 
••Medical  Use  of  Radioisotopes.**  The  Radio¬ 
logical  Health  Section  and  the  Medical  Ad- 
Tisory  Ctommlttee  will  also  maintain  knowl¬ 
edge  of  cxirrent  developments,  techniques, 
and  procedures  for  medical  uses  by  contact 
and  correspondence  with  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  and  other  agreement  States. 

Inspection.  Periodic  inspections  will  be 
conducted  to  determine  a  licensee’s  or  regls- 
trant*s  degree  of  compliance  with  regula¬ 
tions  and  license  conditions.  These 
Inspections  will  be  performed  by  personnel 
of  the  Radiological  Health  Section  who  are 
qualified  to  evaluate  radiological  health 
hasards  and  are  conversant  with  the  regu¬ 
lations. 

The  majmrlty  of  the  Inspections  will  be 
unannoimced.  The  following  frequency  Is 
planned,  but  may  be  either  Increased  or 
decreased  depending  upon  Individual  circiun- 
stances: 

Industrial  radiographers— once  each  6 

months. 

Operations  lnv<dvlng  waste  disposal — once 

each  6  months. 

Broad  licenses — Industrial,  medical,  aca¬ 
demic — once  each  12  months. 

Specific  licenses — ^Industrial,  medical,  aca¬ 
demic — once  each  24  months. 

Other — ^Tlme  available  basis. 

It  Is  expected  that  all  licensed  activities  .wUl 
be  Inspected  at  least  once  In  every  two-year 
period. 

Inspection  visits  will  usually  Include  a 
comprehensive  review  by  the  Inspector  of 
the  licensee’s  equipment,  facilitleB  and 
handling  or  stc^age  of  radioactive  materlid; 
the  procedures  In  effect.  Including  actual 
opotitlon;  and  Interviewing  of  personnel  di¬ 
rectly  Involved.  The  Inspectors  will  review 
the  licensee’s  survey  methods  and  results, 
personnel  monitoring  practices  and  results, 
posting  and  labeling  used,  the  instructions 
to  personnel  and  the  methods  and  apparent 
effectiveness  of  maintaining  control  of  in- 
dlvld\ials  In  the  controlled  area.  ’The  In¬ 
spector  will  also  review  ^e  licensee’s  reccH'd 
of  receipts,  transfers,  and  Inventory  of 
licensed  material.  He  will  examine  records 
concerning  any  disposals  which  might  have 
been  made.  He  may  make  measurements  of 
radiation  levels.  Before  the  termination  of 
each  Inspection,  the  Inspector  will  meet  with 
the  management  to  discuss  the  results  of 
his  Inspection.  At  this  time  he  will  present 
tentative  cm's!  recommendations  or  sugges¬ 
tions,  and  will  attempt  to  answer  questions 
concerning  the  regulatory  program. 

The  Inspector  will  prepare  a  detailed  re¬ 
port  to  Inform  his  supervisor  of  all  the  facts 
and  clrciunstances  observed  during  the  In¬ 
spection.  ’The  report  will  enumerate  viola¬ 
tions,  If  any,  and  Include  recommendations 
for  corrective  action.  Recommendations 
made  by  field  personnel  will  be  subject  to 
critical  review  by  senior  members  of  the  In¬ 
dustrial,  Radiation  and  Air  Hygiene  Program 
and  the  Director  of  Environmental  Health 
Services. 

Licensees  and  registrants  will  be  Informed 
of  the  results  of  all  Inspections,  first  (»ally 
at  the  time  of  the  Inspection,  and  finally, 
furnished  with  a  written  report  or  notice 
from  the  Department. 

In  addition  there  will  be  Investigations  of 
all  Incidents  and  reasonable  complaints  in¬ 
volving  licensed  or  registered  sources  of  radi¬ 
ation  to  determine  the  cause,  the  measures 
taken  by  the  licensee  or  registrant  to  cope 
with  the  Incident,  whether  or  not  there  was 


noncompllance  with  the  regulations,  and 
steps  taken  by  the  licensee  to  avoid  a  recur¬ 
rence  the  Incident. 

CompUanoe  and  enforcement.  Reports  of 
inspections  of  licensee’s  and/or  regtotrant’s 
activities  will  be  evaluated  to  determine  the 
degree  of  compliance  of  the  Ucensees  and 
registrants  with  the  Board’s  regulations,  and 
registration  or  license  conditions.  If  no 
Items  at  noncompllance  are  observed,  the 
person  will  be  so  Informed.  For  minor  items 
at  noncompllance,  which  the  licensee  agrees 
to  correct  at  the  time  of  the  inspection,  the 
licensee  will  be  informed  by  letter.  *rhi« 
notification  will  Inform  the  licensee  at  the 
Itmis  of  noncompllance,  and  that  corrective 
action  taken  by  the  licensee  will  be  reviewed 
during  the  next  Inspection. 

If  the  Inspection  reveals  items  of  noncom¬ 
pllance  of  a  more  serious  nature,  the 
will  be  Informed  by  letter  of  the  items  of 
noncompllance  and  required  to  reply,  usually 
within  15-80  days,  as  to  the  corrective  action 
taken  and  the  date  completed.  *1110  De¬ 
partment  will  then  conduct  a  followup  in- 
q>ectlon  or  the  matter  will  be  reviewed  dur¬ 
ing  the  next  regular  inspection  to  ensure  that 
the  corrective  action  has  in  fact  been 
accomplished. 

Whenever,  In  the  Judgment  of  the  Bofurd, 
any  person  has  engaged  in  or  Is  about  to  en¬ 
gage  In  any  acts  or  practices  which  con¬ 
stitute  or  will  constitute  a  violation  of  the 
Act  or  any  rule,  r^fulation  or  order  Issued 
thereunder,  the  Attorney  General  Is  em¬ 
powered  to  make  application  for  a  court 
order  enjoining  such  acts  or  practices,  or 
for  a  court  order  directing  compliance. 

Whenever  the  Executive  Secretary  of  the 
Board  finds  that  an  emergency  exists  requir¬ 
ing  Immediate  action  to  protect  public 
health  and  safety,  he  may  without  notice 
issue  an  emergency  order  reciting  that  an 
emergency  exists  and  requiring  that  such 
action  be  taken  as  Is  necessary  to  meet  the 
emergency. 

’The  full  legal  procedures  will  n(»:mally  be 
employed  only  in  those  instances  where  there 
Is  continued  and  repeated  noncompllance, 
existence  of  a  state  of  emergency,  willful 
negligence  on  the  part  of  the  licensee,  or 
where  a  serious  potential  hazard  exists. 

Section  9  of  the  Act  empowers  the  Board 
or  Its  duly  auth(»1zed  representatives  to 
enter  at  all  reasonable  times  upon  any  |nl- 
vate  or  public  property  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  whether  or  not  there  is  com¬ 
pliance  with  or  violation  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations  of  the 
Board  Issued  under  the  Act. 

Administrative  procedure  and  judicial  re¬ 
view.  Section  8  of  the  Nuclear  Energy 
Develoi»nent  and  Radiation  Control  Act  pro¬ 
vides  for  a  hearing,  at  the  written  request 
of  any  person  whose  Interest  may  be  affected 
by  the  i»:oceeding,  when  the  Bocurd  Issues 
or  modifies  rules  or  regulations,  grants,  sus¬ 
pends,  revokes  or  amends  any  license. 

Whenever  the  Executive  Secretary  of  the 
Board  finds  that  an  emergency  exists,  he  may 
without  notice  issue  an  emergency  order. 
Such  ord^  may  be  issued  orally,  and  con¬ 
firmed  by  written  wder  mailed  within 
twenty-four  (24)  hours  after  issuance  of  the 
oral  OTder.  ’This  emergency  order  Is  effective 
Immediately  and  the  person  (s)  to  whom  the 
order  is  directed  shall  comply  therewith 
Immediately.  Any  person  aggrieved  by  the 
issuance  of  such  an  emergency  order 
the  right  to  request  a  hearing  within  fifteen 
(15)  days  of  the  issuance  of  the  order.  If  a 
hearing  Is  requested,  the  hearing  must  be 
held  within  thirty  (80)  days.  Upon  the 
basis  of  the  decision  reached  at  the  hearing, 
the  Board  shall  issue  an  order  containing  the 
determination  of  its  findings  to  the  alleged 
violator  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  the 
conclusion  of  the  hearing. 

An  appeal  may  be  taken  from  any  final 
order  or  final  determination  of  the  Board  by 


any  person  adversely  affected  thereby. 
Jurisdiction  tot  all  such  appeals  is  vested 
solely  In  the  District  Court  cd  Shawnee 
County,  Kans. 

Organization,  procedures  and  staffing. 
The  authority  of  the  State  Health  Officer 
Irxdudes  delegation  of  pertinent  resporrslbii- 
Itles  subject  to  approval  by  the  State  Board  of 
Health.  ’This  Is  accomplished  by  delegation 
of  administrative  direction  to  the  service 
directors  of  the  Department,  and  through 
them  to  specified  staff  members  and  certain 
personnel  Involved  in  full-time  and  part- 
time  direction  and  Implementation  of  specific 
d^rartmental  programs. 

’The  Radiation  Control  Program  Is  con¬ 
ducted  by  the  Chief  of  the  Radiological 
Health  Section.  The  planning  and  direction 
of  this  program  is  the  responsibility  of  the 
Director  of  the  Industrial,  Radiation  and  Air 
Hygiene  program  and  the  Director  of  En¬ 
vironmental  Health  Services,  together  with 
the  Chief  of  the  Radiological  Health  Section. 
Implementation  of  the  specific  responsibil¬ 
ities  included  in  radiation  control  Is  accom¬ 
plished  by  the  Supervisors  of  licensing  and 
Registration,  Environmental  Surveillance, 
and  Field  Inspection  and  Surveirs.  Labora¬ 
tory  support  services  for  these  responsibilities 
are  conducted  by  the  Industrial,  Radiation 
and  Air  Hygiene  Laboratory  which  is  under 
the  direction  of  the  Supervisor  of  Environ¬ 
mental  Surveillance.  OrganizaUonal  charts 
are  provided  in  the  attachments  to  the  nar¬ 
rative  for  further  references. 

Authority  and  responsibility  for  admin¬ 
istering  Kansas  Radiation  Protection  Regu¬ 
lations,  covering  the  statutory  licexising  of 
byproduct,  source,  special  nuclear  materials, 
or  devices  or  equipment  utilizing  such  ma¬ 
terials,  has  been  assigned  to  the  Chief  of 
the  Radiological  Health  Section.  Under  his 
direction,  applications  for  licenses  will  be 
approved  or  disapproved.  He  will  issue 
denials  for  cause  or  denials  without  preju¬ 
dice.  He  may  terminate  a  license,  after 
opportunity  has  been  afforded  the  licensee 
for  a  hesuing  before  the  State  Board  of 
Health,  a  hearing  officer  designated  by  the 
Board,  or  the  State  Health  Officer,  due  to 
fsdlure  to  correct  items  of  noncompllance,  or 
toe  other  Justified  causes.  Under  his  ad¬ 
ministrative  control  the  Supervisors  of 
Licensing  and  Registration,  Environmental 
Surveillance,  and  Field  Inspection  and  Siu- 
vey  activities  will  provide  technical  assist¬ 
ance  and  consultation  as  required  in  the 
discharge  of  their  separate  and  collective 
responsibilities  regarding  the  State  radia¬ 
tion  control  program. 

Qualifications  and  training  of  the  present 
staff  members  reflect  the  necessary  educa¬ 
tion,  trsdning  and  experience  to  ensure 
competent  administration  and  implementa¬ 
tion  of  the  program  in  radiation  control. 
Individual  resumes  of  training  and  expe¬ 
rience  are  provided  in  the  attachment  to 
this  narrative.  All  future  replacements  of 
present  staff  as  required  by  vacsmcies  will  be 
evaluated  to  assure  that  their  training  and 
experience  are  at  least  equal  to  those 
presently  employed.  Job  descriptions  and 
training  and  experience  requirements  are 
outlined  in  an  attachment.  These  require¬ 
ments  will  be  used  as  a  basis  for  evaluating 
qualifications  of  applicants  for  staff  positions. 

Reciprocity.  Regtilatlons  of  the  Board 
provide  for  the  recognition  of  licenses  Issued 
by  the  UB.  Atomic  Energfy  Commission  or 
other  agreement  States. 

Continuing  compatibility.  It  is  the  policy 
of  the  State  of  Kansas  to  institute  and  main¬ 
tain  a  regulatory  program  for  sources  of 
ionizing  radiation  so  as  to  provide  for  com¬ 
patibility  with  the  standards  and  regulatory 
progrsun  of  the  Federal  government  and  a 
system  consonant  Insofar  as  possible  with 
those  of  other  States. 

[PH.  Doc.  64-7944;  FUed,  Aug.  6,  1964; 

8:53  ajm.] 


Thursday,  August  13,  1964  / 

DEPARtMENT  OF  STATE 

Agency  for  Intomotional  Development 

INTERNATIONAL  DEVELOPMENT 
FOUNDATION,  INC. 

Register  of  Voluntary  Foreign  Aid 
Agencies 

In  accordance  with  the  regulations  of 
the  Agency  for  International  Develop¬ 
ment  concerning  Registration  of  Agen¬ 
cies  for  Voluntary  Foreign  Aid  (AJJJ. 
Regulation  3)  22  CFR,  Part  203,  promul¬ 
gated  pursuant  to  section  621  of  the  For¬ 
eign  Assistance  Act  of  1961.  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  certificate  of 
registration  as  a  voluntary  foreign  aid 
agency  has  been  issued  by  the  Advisory 
Committee  on  Voluntary  Foreign  Aid  of 
the  Agency  for  International  Develop¬ 
ment  to  the  following  agency: 

International  Development  Foundation,  Inc,, 
205  East  4ad  Street,  New  Torlc,  N.T„  10017. 

Dated:  August  1,  1964.’ 

Davu)  E.  Bell, 
Administrator. 

(PR.  Doc.  64-8158;  Filed,  Aug.  12,  1964; 
8:46  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

[Portland  Area  Office  Redelegatlon  Order  1, 
Arndt.  15] 

SUPERINTENDENTS  AND  PROJECT 
ENGINEER 

Redelegation  of  Authority  With  Re¬ 
spect  to  Range  Management 

July  7, 1964. 

Order  1.  as  amended,  is  further 
amended  by  addition  of  two  new  sections 
under  Part  2,  Authority  of  Superintend¬ 
ents.  and  Project  Engineer,  to  read  as 
follows: 

Sec.  2.243  Waiver  of  technical  defects 
in  advertisements  and  proposals  for  graz¬ 
ing  privileges.  Exercl^  of  the  right  re¬ 
served  in  Form  5-510,  Sale  of  Grazing 
Privileges,  to  waive  technical  defects  in 
the  advertisements  and  proposals  re- 
cdved  in  response  thereto. 

Sec.  2.244  Approval,  modification  and 
cancellation  of  grazing  permits.  The 
award,  approval,  modification,  assign¬ 
ment  and  cancellation  of  gra^g  per¬ 
mits,  pursuant  to  25  CFR  Part  151;  pro¬ 
vided  that  permits  approved  at  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  a  contract  period  accord  to  a 
schedule  of  allocated  and  advertised 
range  units  approved  by  the  Area  Direc¬ 
tor,  and  provided  further  that  permits 
wall  not  be  issued  at  a  rental  rate  less 
®an  the  minimum  approved  by  the  Area 
Director. 

R.  D.  Holtz, 
Area  Director. 

Approved: 

John  O.  Crow, 

Deputy  Commissioner. 

(PA.  Doc.  64-8160;  FUed,  Aug.  12,  1964; 
8:46  am.] 


FEDERAL*  RCOISTER 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[Oroup  386] 

ARIZONA 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Plat  of  Survey 
August  7, 1964. 

1.  Plat  of  Survey  of  the  land  described 
below  will  be  officially  filed  in  the  Land 
Office.  Phoenix,  Arizona,  effective  at 
10:00  a.m.,  Sept^ber  14, 1964: 

Oha  and  Salt  River  Meridian 

T.  10  S.,  R.  16  E., 

Sec.  34. 

The  area  described  aggregates  640.00 
acres. 

2.  The  lands  are  mountainous  and  not 
suited  to  agriculture.  The  soil  is  con¬ 
glomerate  rock  and  clay. 

3.  All  of  the  above  described  land  is 
embraced  in  the  Coronado  National  For¬ 
est  by  Executive  Order  908  of  July  2. 
1908. 

Since  the  land  is  withdrawn  for  the 
COTonado  National  Forest,  the  described 
land  will  not  be  subject  to  disposition 
under  the  General  Pihllc  Land  Laws  by 
reason  of  the  official  filing  of  the  plat. 

Rot  T.  Helmandollar, 
Manager. 

[FH.  Doc.  64-8178;  FUed.  Aug.  12.  1964; 
8:48  ajn.] 


IDAHO 

Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal  and 
Reservation  of  Lands 

August  7. 1964. 

The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  has 
filed  an  application.  Serial  Number  Idaho 
015580  for  the  withdrawal  of  the  lands 
described  below,  from  all  forms  of  ap¬ 
propriation  under  the  public  land  laws, 
including  the  mining  laws  but  not  the 
mineral-leasing  laws  nor  disposal  of  ma¬ 
terials  under  the  Act  of  July  31, 1947  (61 
Stat.  681;  30  UB.C.  601-604),  as  amend¬ 
ed.  The  applicant  desires  the  land  for 
the  exclusive  use  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  as  a  fire  lookout  and  com¬ 
munication  site. 

For  a  period  of  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  all  persons 
who  wish  to  submit  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions,  or  objections  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  withdrawal  may  present 
their  views  in  writing  to  the  undersigned 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior,  P.O. 
Box  2237,  Boise,  Idaho,  83701. 

If  circumstances  warrant  it.  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place,  which  will  be  announced. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary  on 
the  application  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice 
will  be  sent  to  each  Interested  party  of 
record. 

The  lands  Involved  in  the  application 
are:  ^ 

Boise  Median,  Idaho 

T.  1  N..  R.  20  E.. 

Sec.  7,  NWi4SE%NE»4SEH,  NE»4SW»4 
NE^SE^. 


116074k 

The  area  described  aggregates  5  acres, 
more  or  less. 

Orval  G.  Hmuxt, 
Manager,  Land  Office. 

[F.B.  Doe.  64-8161;  FUed.  Aug.  12.  1964; 
8:46  ajn.] 


UTAH 

Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal  and 
Reservation  of  Lands 

August  5,  1964. 

The  Forest  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  has  filed  an  application, 
Utah  0133608,  for  the  withdrawal  of  the 
lands  described  below,  from  aU  forms 
of  appropriation  except  operation  of  the 
mining  and  mineral  leasing  lawa 

The  purpose  of  the  withdrawal  is  to 
extend  the  boundaries  of  the  Dixie 
National  Fmrest  to  include  lands  that 
are  suitable  for  multiple  use  manage¬ 
ment  by  the  Forest  Service.  The 
primary  value  would  be  for  public 
recreational  devel(H>ment.  watershed 
management  and  fire  prc^iectimi. 

The  lands  described  hufiude  80  acres 
of  private  lands  within  the  boundaries 
of  the  forest.  This  withdrawal  will  in 
no  way  adversely  affect  ownership  or 
use  of  these  private  lands. 

For  a  period  of  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  all  persons 
who  wish  to  submit  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions,  or  objections  in  connection  with 
the  propose  withdrawal  may  present 
their  views  in  writing  to  the  undersigned 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment.  Department  of  the  Interior,  P.O. 
Box  11505,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah.  84111. 

The  authorized  officer  of  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  will  undertake 
such  investigations  as  are  necessary  to 
determine  the  existing  and  potential  de¬ 
mand  for  the  lands  and  their  resources. 
He  will  also  undertake  negotiations  with 
the  applicant  agency  with  the  view  of 
adjusting  the  application  to  reduce  the 
area  to  the  minimum  essential  to  meet 
the  {^plicant’s  needs,  to  provide  for  tiie 
maximum  concurrent  utilization  of  the 
lands  for  purposes  other  than  the  ap¬ 
plicant’s,  to  eliminate  lands  needed  for 
purposes  more  essential  than  the  appli¬ 
cant’s.  and  to  reach  agre^nent  on  the 
concurrent  management  of  the  lands 
and  their  resources. 

He  will  also  prepare  a  report  for  con¬ 
sideration  by  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior  who  will  determine  whether  or  not 
the  lands  will  be  withdrawn  as  requested 
by  the  Forest  Service. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary  on 
the  application  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice 
will  be  sent  to  each  interested  party  of 
record. 

If  circumstances  warrant  it,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place,  which  will  be  announced. 

The  lands  Involved  in  the  application 
are: 

Salt  Lake  Meridian,  Utah 
PUBLIC  LANDS 

T.  38  S..  R.  8  W.. 

Sec.  29:  SE%SE%; 

Sec.  34:  SV&SW^. 


M1608 


NOTICES 


T.88S.,B.9  W., 

Sec.  3:  Lots  1. 2,  SE^NE^; 

Sec.  11:  NV4NWi4,  SE%NW%,  E^^SW^. 
T.  89  S..  B.  8  W., 
sec.  8:  Lot3,NE)4SE%. 

Containing  516.18  acres. 

Salt  Laxb  Mbbidian,  Utah 

PKITATB  LANDS 

T.  38  S.,  B.  8  W.. 

Sec.  84:  N^SW^. 

Containing  80  acres. 


R.  D.  Nielson, 
State  Director. 


The  lands  involved  in  the  application 
are: 


Sixth  Pkincipal  Mxbidun,  Wtomino 

T.47N.,B.92W., 

Sec.  26,W^SW)4. 


The  area  described  aggregates  80 
acres. 


Dale  H.  Long, 
Acting  State  Director. 


[F.B.  Doc.  64-8163:  FUed,  Aug.  12.  1964; 
8:47  ajn.] 


[Docket  15883] 

AERO  LINEAS  FLECHA  AUSTRAL 
LIMITADA 

Notice  of  Postponement  of  Hearing 
Relating  to  Foreign  Air  Carrier  Per¬ 
mit 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  hearing 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  has 
been  indefinitely  postponed. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  August  7, 
1964. 


(FB.  Doc.  ^64-8162;  FUed.  Aug.  12,  1964; 

8:46  aju.] 

(W-0810246] 

WYOMING 

Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal  and 
Reservation  of  Lands 

August  7, 1964. 

The  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  Region  6, 
Billings,  Montana,  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion,  serial  number  Wyoming  0310245, 
for  the  withdrawal  of  the  lands  described 
below,  from  all  forms  of  ai^ropriation 
under  the  public  land  laws,  including  the 
mining  laws  but  not  the  mineral  leasing 
laws,  pursuant  to  the  authority  contained 
in  section  3  of  the  Act  of  June  17,  1902 
(32  Stat.  388),  subject  to  valid  existing 
rights. 

The  lands  are  irrigable  and  arable. 
The  applicant  desires  the  lands  for  rec¬ 
lamation  development  imder  Reclama¬ 
tion  law  in  connection  with  Hanover- 
Bluff  Unit,  Bighorn  Basin  Division, 
Missouri  River  Basin  Project,  Wyoming. 

For  a  period  of  30  days  from  tiie  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  all  persons 
who  wMi  to  submit  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions  or  objections  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  withdrawal  may  present 
their  views  in  writing  to  the  undersigned 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior,  2002 
Capitol  Avenue,  Cheyenne,  Wyo.,  82001. 

The  authorized  officer  of  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  will  undertake  such 
investigations  as  are  necessary  to  deter¬ 
mine  Uie  existing  and  potential  demand 
for  the  lands  and  their  resources.  He 
will  also  undertake  negotiations  with 
the  applicant  agency  with  the  view  of 
adjusting  the  application  to  reduce  the 
area  to  the  minimum  essential  to  meet 
the  ai^licant’s  needs,  to  provide  for  the 
maximiun  concurrent  utilization  of  the 
lands  for  purposes  other  than  the  appli¬ 
cant's,  to  eliminate  lands  needed  for  pur¬ 
poses  more  essential  that  the  applicant’s, 
and  to  reach  agreanent  on  the  concur¬ 
rent  management  of  tJie  lands  and  their 
resources. 

He  will  also  prepare  a  report  for  con¬ 
sideration  by  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior  who  will  determine  whether  or  not 
the  lands  will  be  withdrawn  as  requested 
by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary  on 
the  application  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice  will 
be  sent  to  each  interested  party  of  record. 

If  circumstances  warrant,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place,  which  will  be  announced. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND  WfiFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
FANT  MILLING  CO. 

Enriched  Flour  Deviating  From^  Iden¬ 
tity  Standard;  Extension  of  Tempo¬ 
rary  Permit  To  Cover  Market  Testing 

Pursuant  to  8 10.5(j)  of  Title  21, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  concerning 
temporary  permits  to  facilitate  market 
testing  of  foods  varying  from  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  standards  of  identity  pro¬ 
mulgated  pursuant  to  section  401  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act, 
notice  is  given  that  the  expkation  date 
of  the  temporary  permit  issued  to  the 
Fant  Milling  Company,  408  Magnolia 
Street,  Sherman,  Tex.,  to  cover  inter¬ 
state  marketing  tests  of  enriched  flour 
deviating  from  the  requirements  of  the 
standard  of  identity  foi:  that  food  (21 
C7FR  15.10)  has  been  extended  to  Febru¬ 
ary  1,  1965.  The  flour  fails  to  meet  the 
granulation  specification  of  the  stand¬ 
ard.  It  is  lal^led  “Free  Flow  Enriched 
Flour.” 

Dated;  August  7, 1964. 

Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.B.  Doo.  64-8176;  FUed,  Aug.  12,  1964; 
8:48  am.] 

CIVIL  AERDNAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  9698] 

AUSTRAL  COMPANIA  ARGENTINA  DE 
TRANSPORTES  AEREOS,  S.A. 

Notice  of  Postponement  of  Prehearing 
Conference 

At  the  request  of  the  applicant  the 
prehearing  conference  on  the  above- 
entitled  applicaticm.  now  assigned  for 
August  11,  1964,  is  hereby  postponed  to 
October  13,  1964,  at  10:00  am.,  e.d.s.t., 
in  Room  701,  Universal  Building,  Con¬ 
necticut  and  nmdda  Avenues  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  before  Examiner  Wal¬ 
ter  W.  Biyan. 

Dated  at  Wash^ton,  D.C.,  August  10, 
1964. 

[seal]  Riancis  W.  Brown, 

Chief  Examiner. 

[FB.  Doc.  64-8180;  FUed,  Aug.  12,  1964; 
8:48  am.] 


[SEAL]  Walter  W.  Bryan, 

Hearing  Examiner. 

[FB.  Doc.  64-8161;  FUed,  Aug.  12,  1964; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[Docket  15419;  Order  No.  E-21167] 

UNITED  AIR  LINES,  INC. 

Order  of  Investigation  and  Suspension 

Relating  to  Proposed  Blocked- 

Space  Air  Freight  Tariff 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  10th  day  of  August  1964. 

The  Board,  by  Order  E-21076  of  July 
17,  1964,  suspended  and  instituted  an 
investigation  of  the  proposed  blocked- 
space  tariffs  of  The  Slick  Corporation 
(Slick)  and  Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc. 
Subsequently,  by  Order  E-21122  dated 
July  27,  1964,  the  Board  took  similar 
action  with  respect  to  a  competitive 
tariff  filed  by  American  Airlines,  Inc. 

United  Air  lines,  Inc.  (United),  has 
filed  a  similar  and  competitive  tariff,  for 
effectiveness  August  13,  1964.  Slick  has 
complained  against  the  United  filing, 
requesting  rejection,  or  in  the  alternative, 
suspension  and  investigation  thereof. 
Slick’s  complaint  adverts  to  pleadings 
which  were  filed  in  the  matters  disposed 
of  by  Order  E-21076,  including  inter 
alia,  the  allegation  that  United  proposes 
to  match  only  the  blocked-space  offering, 
but  not  the  economic  delineation  and  that 
United  offers  no  support  for  partial 
adoption  of  the  concept.  United  has  not 
answered  the  complaint. 

The  material  facts  and  circumstances 
with  respect  to  the  United  tariff  are 
similar  to  those  involved  when  the  Board 
Instituted  an  investigation  and  sus¬ 
pended  the  tariffs  of  Slick  and  Trans 
World  Airlines,  Inc.  by  Order  E-21076, 
and  American  Airlines,  Inc.  tariff  by 
Order  E-21122.  The  reasons  relied 
upon  in  those  orders  for  suspending  and 
Instituting  the  investigation  in  Docket 
15419  are  equally  applicable  to  the  rates 
and  provisions  of  United.  Thus,  upon 
consideration  of  the  complaints  and 
other  relevant  matters,  the  Board  finds 
that  the  proposal  may  be  unjust  or 
unreasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory, 
unduly  preferential,  or  unduly  prejudi¬ 
cial,  and  should  be  su^nded  and  in¬ 
vestigated.  Further,  such  investiga¬ 
tion  should  be  consolidated  with  the  in¬ 
vestigation  in  Docket  15419. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204(a),  403,  404,  and  1002 
thereof: 
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Thursday,  August  IZ,  1964 


It  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  An  investigation  be  instituted  to 
determine  whether  the  rates,  charges, 
and  provisions  described  in  Appendix  A  % 
including  subsequent  revisions  and  re¬ 
issues  thereof,  are,  or  will  be,  unjust  or 
unreasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory, 
unduly  preferential,  unduly  prejudicial, 
or  otherwise  unlawful,  and  if  found  to 
be  unlawful,  to  determine  and  prescribe 
the  lawful  rates,  charges,  and  provisions; 

2.  Pending  hearing  and  decision  by  the 
Board,  the  rates,  charges,  and  provisions 
described  in  Appendix  A  are  suspended 
and  their  use  deferred  to  and  including 
November  10,  1964,  unless  otherwise  or¬ 
dered  by  the  Board,  and  that  no  changes 
be  made  therein  during  the  period  of 
suspension  except  by  order  or  special 
permission  of  the  Board; 

3.  This  Investigation  is  consolidated 
with  proceeding  entitled  Blocked- 
space  air  freight  tariffs  proposed  by  The 
Slick  Corporation  and  Trans  World  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.,  Docket  15419; 

4.  The  complaint  of  The  Slick  Cor¬ 
poration  in  Docket  15428  is  dismissed, 
except  to  the  extent  granted  herein;  and 

5.  Copies  of  this  order  shall  be  filed 
with  the  tariffs  and  served  upon  all  par¬ 
ties  to  this  proceeding. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board.* 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[FA.  Doc.  64-8181;  PUed,  Aug.  12,  1964; 
8:48  ajn.] 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

CORRECTIONAi  TREATMENT 
*  SPECIALISTS 

Minimum  Educational  Requirements 

In  accordance  with  section  5  of  the 
Veterans’  Preference  Act  of  1944,  as 
amended,  the  Civil  Service  Cmnmission 
has  decided  that  minimum  educational 
requirements  are  necessary  for  positions 
in  the  Department  of  Justice  and  the 
District  of  Columbia  Department  of  Cor¬ 
rections  which  are  in  the  Correctional 
Treatment  Specialist  Option  of  the  Social 
Science  Series,  GS-101-0.  These  re¬ 
quirements,  the  duties  of  the  positions, 
and  the  reasons  for  the  Commission’s 
decision  that  these  requirements  are 
necessary  are  set  forth  below. 

Social  Science  Series,  GS-101-0,  Cor- 
HEcnoNAL  Treatment  Specialist  Option 

Minimum  educational  requirements. 
For  all  positions,  applicants  for  all  grades 
must  have  completed  a  course  of  study 
leading  to  a  bachelor’s  degree  from  an 
l^rediied  college  or  university,  which 
nas  included  at  least  24  semester  hours 
in  the  social  sciences. 

Duties.  Correctiorud  Treatment  Spe- 
cmiists  work  in  correctional  institutions 
or  the  Bureau  of  Prisons,  the  District  of 


as  part  of  the  original  dociunent. 
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Members  Gurney  and  GUllUand  filed  as  part 
or  the  original  document. 

No.  158 - 6 


Columbia  Department  of  Corrections, 
and  in  the  United  States  Board  of  Parole. 
’They  develop,  evaluate  and  analyze  data 
about  inmates;  evaluate  progress  of  in¬ 
dividual  offenders  in  the  institution, 
make  informed  recommendations  for  or 
against  parole;  work  with  prisoners, 
their  families,  and  interested  persons  in 
developing  parole  and  release  plans,  and 
work  with  the  United  States  Probation 
Officers  and  other  social  agencies  in  de¬ 
veloping  release  and  other  rehabilitative 
plans  or  programs  for  individuals  and 
their  families.  Some  positions  Involve 
advising  on,  administering  or  supervising 
correctional  treatment  programs. 

Reasons  far  the  requirements.  Profes¬ 
sional  responsibility  for  correctional 
treatment  involves  decisions  and  services 
based  on  knowledge  that  can  only  be 
acquired  through  formal  education  that 
fully  meets  all  requirements  of  the  bach¬ 
elor’s  degree  from  an  accredited  college 
or  university  and  that  has  included  at 
least  24  semester  hours  in  the  social 
sciences. 

’The  primary  requirement  of  Correc¬ 
tional  ’Treatment  Specialist  position  is 
a  knowledge  of  the  social  sciences  and 
training  and  experience  in  criminology, 
and  application  of  this  knowledge  and 
skill  in  correctional  treatment. 

’The  final  decision  as  to  whether  or  not 
a  given  position  actually  requires  the 
services  of  a  Correctional  ’Treatment 
Specialist  and  is  therefore  properly  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  Correctional  Treatment 
Specialist  Option  of  the  Social  Science 
Series,  GS-101-0,  may  depend  on  how 
the  position  is  defined  by  management 
and  whether  there  is  an  authoritative 
requirement  that  the  incumbent’s  ac¬ 
tions  be  based  on  specialized  knowledge 
of  social  science  and  criminology. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

[FR.  Doc.  64-8171;  FUed,  Aug.  12,  1964; 
8:47  sjn.] 


SOCIAL  WORK;  ALL  GRADES 
Minimum  Educational  Requirements 

In  accordance  with  section  5  of  the 
Veterans’  Preference  Act  of  1944,  as 
amended,  the  Civil  Service  Commission 
has  decided  that  i»:evlously  approved 
minimum  educational  requirements  for 
positions  in  the  Social  Work  Series,  GS- 
185-7/15,  should  be  superseded  by  re¬ 
vised  requirements.  Identification  of 
the  superseded  requirements,  the  re¬ 
vised  requirements,  the  duties  of  the 
positions,  and  the  reasons  for  tiie  Ccxn- 
mission’s  decision  that  these  require¬ 
ments  are  necessary  are  set  forth  below. 

Social  Work  Series,  GS-185-0  (All 
Grades) 

Superseded  requirements.  ’The  fol¬ 
lowing  material  supersedes  that  previ¬ 
ously  appearing  in  5  CTR  24.145 
(published  originally  in  24  FJl.  7805, 
September  29,  1959). 

Minimum  educational  requirements. 
For  all  positions,  applicants  for  all 


grades  must  have  completed  a  course  of 
study  in  an  accredited  school  of  social 
work  which  has  fulfilled  all  of  the  re¬ 
quirements  for  a  master’s  degree  in  so¬ 
cial  WQiii.  ’The  recognized  accrediting 
association  in  the  field  is  the  Council  on 
Social  Work  Education. 

Duties.  Persons  appointed  to  these 
positions  will  perform  professional  social 
work  in  agencies  that  maintain  programs 
of  service  to  groups  of  people  with  whmn 
they  are  concerned,  such  as  inmates  of 
correctional  institutions,  juvenile  delin¬ 
quents,  patients  in  agency-operated  hos¬ 
pitals  and  clinics,  wards  of  child  welfare 
agencies  and  their  families,  etc.  They 
will  supervise  or  perform  social  work 
functions  involved  in  defining  and  evalu¬ 
ating  social  factors  relevant  to  client 
problems,  making  social  studies,  reports, 
and  recommendations  for  disposition  of 
cases,  and  furnishing  continuing  services 
to  clients.  They  may  work  with  families 
of  clients,  groups  of  clients  with  needs 
in  common,  and  community  social  ac¬ 
tion  groups.  Some  positions  Involve  re¬ 
search  on  social  work  problems. 

Reasons  for  the  requirements.  The 
professional  practice  of  social  work  in¬ 
volves  responsibility  for  decisions  and 
services  based  on  knowledge  and  .skill 
that  can  only  be  acquired  through  pro¬ 
fessional  education  that  fully  meets  all 
of  the  requirements  for  a  master’s  degree 
from  an  accredited  school  of  social  work. 

’The  Social  Work  Series  is  limited  to 
positions  which  require  full  professional 
qualifications  in  social  work.  If  the 
work  of  a  position  can  be  fully  performed 
by  persons  with  other  qualifications,  it 
does  not  meet  the  definition  of  positions 
included  in  the  Social  Work  Series. 

’The  final  decision  as  to  whether  or  not 
a  given  position  actually  requires  the 
services  of  a  professional  social  worker 
and  is,  therefore,  properly  Included  in 
the  Social  Work  Series,  GS-185,  may 
depend  on  how  the  position  is  defined 
by  management  and  whether  there  is  an 
authoritative  requirement  that  the  in¬ 
cumbent’s  actions  be  based  on  profes¬ 
sional  rather  than  empirical  methods. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[FA.  Doc.  64-8172;  Filed,  Aug.  12,  1964; 

8:48  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  14644;  VCC  64M-770] 

BAY  SHORE  BROADCASTING  CO. 

Order  Scheduling  Hearing 

In  re  application  of  Keith  Moyer  and 
James  HUderbrand  d/b  as  Bay  Shore 
Broadcasting  Company,  Hayward,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Docket  No.  14644,  File  No.  BP- 
14113;  for  construction  permit. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  the  Review  Board’s  Memo¬ 
randum  Opinion  and  Order  in  the  sub- 
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NOTICES 


Ject  proceeding  released  August  6.  1964 
(PCX;  64IU401) : 

It  appearing,  that  by  its  above-ref¬ 
erenced  action  the  Review  Board 
granted,  to  the  extent  indicated.  Bay 
Shore  Broadcasting  Compansr’s  appeal 
from  the  Hearing  Examiner’s  ruling 
den3ring  its  request  for  reconsideration 
of  the  rejection  of  its  Exhibit  15  Revised 
and  remanded  the  matter  to  the  Hearing 
Examiner  “for  further  consideration  con¬ 
sistent  with  this  Memorandum  Opinion 
and  Order”;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that,  in  view  of 
the  Review  Board’s  opinion  set  forth  in 
paragraphs  6  through  10  of  the  subject 
Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order,  it  ap¬ 
pears  a]H>ropriate  to  convene  a  further 
hearing  conference  to  determine  what 
matters  should  further  be  considered 
“consistent  with”  the  subject  Memoran¬ 
dum  Opinion  and  Order: 

It  is  ordered.  This  7th  day  of  August 
1964,  on  the  Hearing  Examiner’s  own 
motion,  that  a  further  hearing  confer- 
ence  will  be  held  at  10:00  am.,  Septem¬ 
ber  9,  1964. 

Released:  August  7, 1964. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary, 

IP.R.  Doc.  64-8184;  Piled,  Aug.  12,  1964; 

8:48  am.] 


[Docket  No.  16493;  PCC  64R-404] 

NEW  HORIZON  STUDIOS 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
Remanding  Application 

In  re  application  of  Lee  Roy  McCourry, 
tr/as  New  Horizon  Studios,  Eugene, 
Oregon,  Docket  No.  15493,  File  No. 
BPCT-3126,  for  construction  permit  for 
new  television  broadcast  station. 

L  The  Review  Board  has  for  consider¬ 
ation  a  letter  from  Lee  Roy  McCourry 
which,  in  light  of  the  circumstances  set 
forth  below,  will  be  viewed  as  a  petition 
for  review  of  the  Examiner’s  ruling, 

2.  The  above-entitled  application  for 
a  new  commercial  television  broadcast 
station  to  operate  on  channel  26,  on  a 
frequency  of  542-548  MC,  Eugene,  Oreg., 
was  designated  for  hesuing  on  specified 
issues,  by  Commission  Order  released 
June  3,  1964  (PCC  64-485),  and  a  copy 
mailed  to  the  applicant  on  the  same  date. 
The  designation  order  directed  inter  alia 
that  the  applicant,  in  order  to  avail  him¬ 
self  of  the  opportunity  to  be  heard,  shall 
file  a  written  notice  of  appearance  within 
twenty  (20)  days  of  the  mailing  of  the 
order.  Subsequently,  by  order  of  the 
Chief  Hearing  Examiner,  released  June 
5,  1964  (PCC  64M-499),  a  copy  of  which 
was  likewise  mailed  to  the  applicant  on 
June  8, 1964,  Hearing  Examiner  David  I. 
Kraushaar  was  designated  presiding 
officer  at  the  hearing  scheduled  to  com¬ 
mence  on  September  9, 1964,  and  a  “hear¬ 
ing  conference”  was  scheduled  to  be 
convened  on  July  6,  1964,  at  10:00  a.m. 
On  July  6,  1964,  the  return  date  of  the 
pre-hearing  conference,  only  coun¬ 
sel  for  the  Commission’s  Broadcast 


Bureau  was  present.  Bureau  counsel 
advised  the  Examiner  at  that  time  that 
an  examination  of  the  Commission 
dockets  and  the  Docket  Division  records 
showed  no  correspondence  from  the  ap¬ 
plicant;  that  there  was  no  communica¬ 
tion  requesting  acceptance  of  late  written 
appearance,  or  any  explanation  for  the 
tardiness.  The  Examiner  concluded 
that  he  would  have  no  alternative  there¬ 
fore,  but  to  dismiss  the  application  in 
accordance  with  the  rules.  He  did,  how¬ 
ever.  indicate  a  reluctance  to  act  harshly, 
stating  specifically  at  the  time  that  “At 
least  the  applicant  might  have  tele¬ 
graphed  the  Bureau  Counsel  or  the  Com¬ 
mission  to  advise  whether  he  intended  to' 
continue  with  the  prosecution  of  his 
application,  and  from  what  I  have  ascer- 
t^ed  this  morning  there  is  nothing  on 
file  at  aU,  not  even  a  letter.”  Accord¬ 
ingly,  in  a  Memorandum  Opinion  and 
Order  released  July  7,  1964  (FCC  64M- 
645),  the  Hearing  Examiner  dismissed 
the  above-described  aiH>lication  with 
prejudice  for  failure  to  prosecute. 

3.  A  subsequent  examination  of  the 
Commission  files  reveals  that  because  of 
the  intervening  holiday,  both  the  Bu¬ 
reau  and  the  Exuniner  were  unaware 
of  the  fact  that  on  July  3, 1964,  McCourry 
did  in  fact  send  a  telegram  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  advising  that  it  was  not  possible 
for  him  to  attend  the  hearing  confer¬ 
ence  on  July  6,  1964,  and  that  he  would 
explain  in  detail  the  reasons  therefor 
in  a  letter  which  would  follow.  Fol¬ 
lowing  receipt  of  the  Examiner’s  Mem¬ 
orandum  Opinion  and  Order  dismissing 
his  m^plication,  McCourry,  in  a  letter 
dated  July  20,  1964,  requested  that  he  be 
permitted  to  appeal  from  the  Examiner’s 
ruling,  stating  first  that  at  the  time  of 
receipt  of  the  hearing  order  he  was  out  of 
town,  had  returned  only  a  few  days  be¬ 
fore  the  July  6th  date,  and  hence  was 
unable  to  attend.  He  asked  further  that 
a  new  hearing  date  be  set,  eliminating 
a  pre-hearing  conference,  and  that  he  be 
permitted  to  “conduct  all  *  •  •  pres¬ 
entations  at  one  main  hearing,  inas¬ 
much  as  it  entails  a  3,000  mile  trip.” 

4.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  July 
3d  telegram  was  not  before  the  Exami¬ 
ner  at  the  time  of  the  pre-hearing  con¬ 
ference  or  at  the  time  he  issued  his  dis¬ 
missal  order,  the  proceeding  will  be 
remanded  to  the  Examiner  for  further 
consideration  in  the  light  of  McCourry’s 
telegram  and  subsequent  letter  indicating 
his^}ibntinued  interest  in  prosecuting  his 
application. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  7th  day 
of  August  19M,  that  the  appeal  of  Lee 
Roy  McCourry  dated  July  20,  1964,  from 
the  Examiner’s  ruling  dismissing  his  ap¬ 
plication.  is  granted,  and  the  proceed¬ 
ing  is  remanded  to  the  Exsuniner  for  fur¬ 
ther  consideration  in  l^ht  of  the  facts 
now  included  in  and  made  part  of  the 
record. 

Released:  August  10,  1964. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-8186;  FUed,  Aug.  12,  1964; 

8:48  am.] 


[Docket  No.  14866;  FCC  64B-407] 

NORTHERN  INDIANA  BROADCASTERS 
INC. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
Amending  Issues 

In  re  application  of  Northern  Indiana 
Broadcasters,  Inc.,  Mishawaka,  Indiana 
Docket  No.  14855,  Pile  No.  BP-14771,  for 
construction  permit. 

1.  The  a]K>lication  in  this  proceeding 
is  for  a  construction  permit  for  a  new 
standard  broadcast  station  (910  kc,  1  kw. 
DA-2,  U,  Class  m)  at  Mishawaka,  In¬ 
diana.  This  iqiplication  was  desig¬ 
nated  for  hearing  by  CXMnmission  order 
released  November  27.  1962  (FCC  62- 
1210) .  The  hearing  issues  require  deter¬ 
minations  of  the  areas  and  populations 
that  would  be  served,  the  interference 
that  would  be  caused  by  the  proposed 
operation,  and  whether  the  proposed  op¬ 
eration  would  contravene  the  provisions 
of  S  3.35  of  the  rules  with  respect  to  over¬ 
lap  and  concentration.  An  initial  deci¬ 
sion  (FCC  63D-138)  proposing  to  grant 
the  a]K)lication  was  released  December  2, 
1963.  Exceptions  to  the  initial  decision 
have  been  filed  by  the  Broadcast  Bureau 
and  by  WLS,  Inc.,  a  respondent  in  this 
proceeding. 

2.  On  February  7,  1964,  Clarence  C. 
Moore,  licensee  of  station  WCMR,  Elk¬ 
hart,  Indiana,  filed  a  petition  requesting 
that  the  issues  in  this  proceeding  be  en¬ 
larged  to  determine  whether  the  appli¬ 
cation  was  filed  in  whole  or  in  part  with 
the  intent  that  it  would  be  an  additional 
South  Bend,  Indiana,  station.^  The  ap¬ 
plicant.  in  its  opposition  filed  February 
27,  1964,  opposes  the  petition  on  the 
merits,  for  untimeliness  and  on  the 
ground  that  the  petitioner  is  not  a  party 
to  the  proceeding.  A  reply  to  this 
pleading  was  filed  by  petitioner  on 
March  16,  1964.  An  extension  of  time 
to  March  16.  1964,  for  filing  this  reply 
was  granted  by  the  review  board  by 
order,  released  March  12,  1964  (FCC 
64R-132).  On  February  27,  1964,  the 
Broadcast  Bureau  filed  comments  also 
proposing  that  the  issues  be  enlarged; 
the  Bureau’s  proposal  is  based  upon  the 
petitioner’s  allegations  of  fact  and  upon 
grounds,  set  forth  infra,  not  included  in 
the  petition.  On  March  16,  1964,  the 
applicant  filed  an  (Hiposition  to  the  Bu¬ 
reau’s  pleading,  and  with  this  opposi¬ 
tion  filed  a  separate  petition  requesting 
acceptance  of  this  opposition.  The  ap¬ 
plicant’s  request  is  based  upon  the  fact 
that  the  Bureau  relied  upon  new  matters 
to  which  the  applicant  had  not  had  an 
opportunity  to  respond.  The  applicant’s 
request  is  reasonable  and  will  be  granted. 

3.  At  the  outset,  the  review  board  is 
confronted  with  the  fact  that  the  peti¬ 
tioner  is  not  a  party  to  this  proceeding 
and  does  not  seek  to  becwne  a  party. 
Its  petition  will  therefore  be  dismissed. 
However,  the  Bureau,  in  its  comments, 
has  in  effect  adopted  the  showing  made 
by  the  petitioner,  and,  although  its 
pleading  is  entitled  “Comments,”  it  is 


*  other  Issues  requested  In  the  petition 
were  denied  by  the  Commission  In  Northern 
Indiana  Broadcasters,  Inc.,  released  July  7, 
1964  (FCC  64-697} . 
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In  effect  a  petition  to  enlarge  issues  to 
determine  whether  the  prc^;)osal  would 
contravene  S  73^ (d)  (3)  of  the  Com- 
mission's  rules,  the  so-called  ten  pexc^t 
rule.*  As  such,  it  is  untimdy.  How¬ 
ever,  Inasmuch  as  the  Bureau  r^es,  in 
IMUt,  upon  the  affidavits  submitted  with 
the  petition,  and  since  it  is  not  charge- 
sble  with  prior  knowledge  of  these  affi¬ 
davits,  the  Bureau  cannot  be  charged 
with  being  dilatory.  The  engineering 
lifformation  (concerning  the  proposal’s 
coverage  of  South  Bend)  upon  which 
the  Bureau  relies  is  not  new  matter,  but, 
as  will  appear  below,  its  significance  in 
the  context  of  a  possible  ten  percent  rule 
violation  has  recently  taken  on  added 
significance,  and  the  bureau’s  delay  in 
filing  its  request  on  such  grounds  is  not 
wholly  Inexcusable.  In  any  event,  the 
matters  presented  to  the  Board  in  this 
unorthodox  series  of  pleadings  have  a 
significant  impact  up<m  the  public  inter¬ 
est,  and  for  that  reason  require  consid¬ 
eration  on  their  merits.  The  fact  that 
Bureau  did  not  allege  that  Misha¬ 
waka  is  not  a  separate  community  from 
South  Bend  is  not  fatal  to  its  request; 
(or  the  reasons  hereinafter  indicated,  the 
critical  fact  is  the  proposal’s  coverage  of 
South  Bend,  and  such  coverage  forms 
pert  of  the  basis  of  the  Bureau’s 
request. 

4.  Mishawaka  has  a  population  of 
33,361,  is  located  in  the  urbanized  area 
ci  South  Bend,  Indiana,  and  is  contigu¬ 
ous  to  South  Bend,  which  has  a  poiHila- 
tioQ  of  132,445  (see  par.  12  of  the  find¬ 
ings  of  the  initial  decision) .  The 
proposed  (4)eration  is  directionalized 
toward  South  Bend,  and  the  Bureau 
alleges  that  daytime  it  would  provide  a 
signal  intensity  of  10  to  25  mv/m  over 
the  main  business  district  of  the  city  of 
South  Bend,  at  least  a  5.0  mv/m  signal 
over  the  entire  city,  and  a  2.0  mv/m  or 
greater  signal  over  the  entire  South 
Bend  urbanized  area.  At  night,  the  pro¬ 
posal  would  place  a  10  to  25  mv/m  sig¬ 
nal  over  the  main  business  district  of 
South  Bend,  a  7.8  mv/m  (interference- 
free)  signal  over  80  percent  of  South 
Bend  and  two-thirds  of  the  South  Bend 
urbanized  eu'ea.*  The  proposed  opera- 
tUm  would  receive  interference  night¬ 
time  affecting  approximately  29  percent 
ot  the  population  within  its  normally 
protected  contour.  See  par.  2  of  the 
findings  of  the  initial  decision;  no  ex¬ 
ception  has  been  taken  to  this  finding. 
The  pr(^)06al  would  ]xt>vide  a  first  local 
outlet  to  Mishawaka,  and,  if  regarded  as 
a  Mishawaka  propo^.  It  can  claim  the 
benefit  of  an  exception  to  the  ten  percent 
rule. 

5.  In  two  affidavits  attached  to  the 
petition  and  relied  upon  by  the  Bureau  in 
w  comments,  the  affiants,  Clarence  C. 
Moore  and  his  consulting  engineer,  E. 
Harold  Munn,  Jr.,  state  that  at  a  meet- 


*A8  proposed  by  the  Bureau,  the  Issue 
read  as  foUows: 

To  determine  whether  the  proposal  should 
««  considered  a  Mishawaka  station  for  pur- 
of  applying  i  7S.28(d)  (8)  of  the  Cotn- 
“‘Iwlon’s  niies. 

.  P®r.  S  of  the  findings  of  the  initial 
®®««on  as  to  nighttime  coverage  of  South 
No  exceptions  have  been  filed  with 
f*poct  to  these  findings  concerning  night- 
“Ue  coverage. 


ing  on  June  1, 1962,  the  applicant’s  presi¬ 
dent  and  92b  percent  stockholder,  Wil¬ 
liam  N.  Uddl,  stated  that  his  prlmair  in¬ 
terest  in  proposing  the  Mishawaka  sta¬ 
tion  was  to  serve  South  Bend.  In  its 
opposition,  the  applicant  states  that  it 
^does  not  deny,  for  the  purposes  of  this 
pleading,  that  UdeU  either  made  or  may 
have  made  the  statements  attributed  to 
him.”  In  explanation  of  the  statement, 
the  applicant  states  that  when  adver¬ 
saries  meet,  it  is  entirely  reasonable  for 
one  to  attempt  to  “plant  decoys  to  divert 
the  other’s  attention.”  It  is  also  stated 
in  the  opposition  that  the  statement  may 
have  been  made  “while  he  [i.e.,  Udell] 
was  upset.”  In  his  affidavit^  which  was 
attached  to  the  opposition  pleading, 
Udell  states  that  he  “may  very  well  have 
said  .  .  .  that  the  Mishawaka  station 
would  provide  an  excellent  signal  to 
South  Bend  and  would  carry  some  pro¬ 
grams  of  interest  to  South  Bend,”  and 
that  “as  the  meeting  dragged  on,  my  ten¬ 
sion  and  discomfort  Increased  and  I  may 
have  made  some  statements  that  I  would 
not  have  made  on  sober  reflection.”  In 
an  effort  to  demonstrate  that  South 
Bend  is  not  its  chief  interest,  the  appli¬ 
cant  cites  testimony  at  the  hearing  that 
the  proposed  station  would  carry  pro¬ 
grams  of  local  interest  to  Mishawaka, 
and  that  it  was  expected  that  most  (70 
percent)  of  the  advertising  revenue 
would  be  derived  from  “local  accounts,” 
with  the  remaining  30  percent  divide 
between  national  and  re^onal  accounts. 
In  further  support  of  its  contention  that 
its  proposal  was  not  Intended  as  a  South 
Bend  proposal,  the  applicant  submits  af¬ 
fidavits  from  two  of  its  consulting  engi¬ 
neers  to  the  effect  that  Udell  never  re¬ 
quested  that  the  application  be  designed 
for  the  primary  purpose  of  serving  South 
Bend  rather  than  Mishawaka,  and  that 
if  the  maximum  possible  signal  over  the 
city  of  South  Bend  had  been  desired,  a 
transmitter  site  three  to  four  miles  west 
of  the  present  site  would  have  been  pro¬ 
posed.  ' 

6.  The  Commission  has  in  the  past 
designated  for  hearing  proposals  whidi 
would  receive  more  than  10  percent  in¬ 
terference.  but  which  propose  a  first 
transmission  outlet  in  a  suburban  com¬ 
munity  and  therefore  seek  to  benefit 
from  an  exception  to  the  ten  percent 
rule.  See  William  S.  Cook.  FCC  62-1100 
(1962) ;  Edina  Corp..  FCX7  62-845  (1962) ; 
People’s  Broadcasting  Co.,  FCC  62-187 
(1962),  Golden  Triangle  Broadcasting 
Co.,  FCC  63-111  (1963) .  In  each  of  these 
cases,  a  strong  signal  would  be  put  over 
the  central  city  by  the  suburban  pro¬ 
posal,  and  the  Commission’s  concern  was 
expressed  in  terms  of  whether  the  subur¬ 
ban  community  was  a  “separate  commu¬ 
nity,”  (Co(^,  Golden  Triangle  and 
Edina),  or  whether  the  facilities  and 
programming  were  intended  for  the  cen¬ 
tral  city  and  whether  the  suburban  com- 
miinity  was  specified  as  the  principal  city 
in  order  to  circumvent  the  ten  percent 
rule  (People’s  Broadcasting).  In  Cook, 
the  ten  percent  rule  issue  was  designated 
because  the  suburban  community  had 
previously  been  determined,  for  307(b) 
purposes,  not  to  be  a  separate  commu¬ 
nity.  See  Denver  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany.  28  FCC  1060,  19  RR  1205  (1960). 


In  its  notice  of  proposed  rule-mak¬ 
ing  in  re  amendment  of  Part  3  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  regarding  AM  sta- 
ticm  assignment  (PCX!  63-468),  25  RR 
1615,  the  Commission,  in  paragrfiq;)h  44, 
referred  to  a  proposed  rule  which  would 
preclude  grants  of  applications  intended 
to  provide  a  multiple  service  to  a  large 
community  while  ostensibly  providing 
the  first  local  service  to  a  suburb;  imder 
the  proposed  rule,  grants  of  such  appli¬ 
cations  would  have  been  precluded  if  the 
suburban  community  had  a  population 
of  less  than  50,000  and  the  proposal 
would  place  a  2mv/n  signal  over  a  city  in 
excess  of  50,000.  In  explaxiation  of  this 
proposal,  the  Commission,  in  footnote  51 
of  the  notice,  stated: 

Applications  of  this  t3npe  have,  tinder  our 
present  rules,  come  to  be  a  source  of  majc^ 
concern  to  the  Commission.  The  problem 
has  been  most  acute  In  two  areas:  Applicants 
seeking  to  gain  a  comparative  "307(b)  ad¬ 
vantage"  have  come  to  specify  smaU  com¬ 
munities  adjacent  to  large  cities  so  that  they 
may,  nominally,  provide  a  first  loccd  service 
to  the  small  town.  The  applicant’s  slgzial,  of 
course,  provides  excellent  coverage  to  the  big 
city.  A  similar  problem  has  arisen  In  the 
case  of  applicants  seeking  to  take  advantage 
of  the  nighttime  “first  local  service  excep¬ 
tion"  to  par.  8.28(d)  (8)  of  the  rules.  In 
Denver  Broedcastli^  Company,  28  F(X>  1060, 
19  RR  1206  (1960),  and  several  similar  cases, 
the  Commission  attempted  to  deal  with  these 
situations  on  an  ad  hoc  basis.  See  also 
Huntington  Broadcasting  Company  v.  FCC, 
89  UB.  App.  D.C.  222,  192  F.  2d  88.  7  RR  2030 
(1951).  The  National  Association  of  Broad¬ 
casters  also'  expressed  concern  about  this 
problem  at  the  January  7-8  Radio  Conference. 

For  reasons  not  here  material,  the  Com¬ 
mission  did  not  adopt  the  proposed  rule. 
See  report  and  order  in  re  Amendment 
to  Part  73  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  re¬ 
garding  AM  station  assignment  stand¬ 
ards,  FCC  64-609,  released  July  7.  1964. 
In  paragn^h  35  of  that  report  and  or¬ 
der.  however,  the  Commission  stated  that 
“We  shall  continue  to  examine  suburban 
applications  closely,  on  a  case-by-case 
basis,  to  determine  whether  they  should 
be  regarded  as  proposing  a  new  service 
for  their  nominal  community  or  whether, 
instead,  the  proposal  should  be  regarded 
as  an  application  for  the  central  city.” 
Again,  both  Himtington  Brocuicasting 
and  Denver  Broadcasting  were  cited.  Of 
significance  is  the  fact  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  bracketed  together  the  ten  percent 
rule  problem  and  307  (b)  problem  Insofar 
as  subiurban  proposals  which  will  serve 
the  central  city  are  concerned.* 


*  The  quoted  statements  In  the  cited  notice 
and  In  the  cited  report  and  order  are  not 
construed  by  the  Board  as  representing  an 
expression  of  new  policy,  but  rather  as  a  re¬ 
statement  of  a  problem  with  which  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  been  concerned  for  sometime,  as 
Is  evidenced  by  Its  earlier  designation  orders 
in  ten  percent  rule  cases,  cited  supra.  Re¬ 
liance  on  the  quoted  statements  from  the 
notice  and  from  the  report  and  order  does 
not,  therefore,  involve  reliance  on  a  new 
policy  or  new  standards  not  applicable  to  ap¬ 
plications  filed  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the 
report  and  order.  Cf.  wrYC,  Inc.,  84  FCC 
644,  26  RR  307  (1963);  International  Radio, 
Inc.,  35  FCC  762,  1  RR  2d  701  (1963);  Hawk- 
eye  Broadcasting.  Inc.,  34  FCC  866,  24  RR 
658  (1963);  see  paragraph  2  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  memorandxim  opinion  and  <»tter  deny¬ 
ing  the  petition  for  reconslderatlcm  in  Radio 
CrawfordsvUle,  supra. 
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7.  The  use  of  the  separate  community 
test  specified  in  the  ten  percent  rule 
desigriation  orders  cited  in  the  preceding 
paragraph  has  not  been  limited  to  ten 
percent  rule  cases.  It  has  long  been 
employed  in  307(b)  cases.  Thus,  both  in 
Huntington  Broadcasting  and  in  Den¬ 
ver  Broadcasting,  it  was  concluded  that 
the  suburban  community  was  not  a 
“separate  community."  In  both  in¬ 
stances,  this  conclusion  was  based  pri¬ 
marily  upon  the  fact  that  the  suburban 
proposal  would  place  a  signal  over  the 
central  city.  The  “separate  community" 
test  has  also  been  specifically  included 
in  hearing  issues  in  307(b)  cases.  See. 
for  example,  the  hearing  issues  quoted 
in  Kent-Ravenna  Broadcasting  Ck>., 
PCX;  61-1350,  22  RR  605.  The  Com¬ 
mission  in  Kent-Ravenna  also  stated  that 
the  standard  307(b)  issue  includes  the 
separate  community  question,  and  that 
a  separate  community  issue  would  there¬ 
fore  no  longer  be  designated  as  such.  In 
dealing  with  this  “separate  community” 
problem  in  307(b)  cases,  the  Commission 
has  not  resolved  the  question  in  terms 
of  whether  the  suburban  community  was 
“separate"  from  the  central  city  in  a  po¬ 
litical,  economic,  or  sociological  sense. 
Instead,  in  line  with  the  earlier  decisions 
in  Himtington  Broadcasting  and  Denver 
Broadcasting,  siipra,  the  Commission 
has.  in  several  relatively  recent  cases, 
decided  the  question  in  terms  of  whether 
the  suburban  proposal  would  place  a  pri¬ 
mary  signal  over  the  central  city.  See 
Radio  Crawfordsville,  Inc.,  FCC  63-480, 
25  RR  533;  FCC  63-839,  25  RR  1001; 
Speidel  Broadcasting  Corp.,  FCC  63-618, 
25  RR  723;  FCC  63-1135,  1  RR  2d  726, 
aflKrmed  Speidel  Broadcasting  Corp.  v. 
FCC,  Case  No.  18318,  UB.  Court  of  Ap¬ 
peals,  District  of  Columbia  Circuit,  Jiiiy 
3,  1964;  Monroeville  Broadcasting  Co., 
FCC  63-1080,  1  RR  2d  607;  FCC  64-113, 
1  RR  2d  993;  Massillon  Broadccusting 
Company.  Inc.,  FCC  64-320,  2  RR  2d  409. 
The  Monroeville  decision,  it  should  be 
noted,  grew  out  of  the  Kent-Ravenna 
proceeding,  in  which,  as  has  been  indi¬ 
cated.  the  Commission  first  designated 
a  speidfic  separate  community  issue  and 
later  in  that  same  proceeding  stated  that 
the  307(b)  issue  includes  the  separate 
community  question. 

8.  There  is  no  apparent  reason  for  con¬ 
cluding  that  coverage  of  the  principal 
city  is  not  the  appropriate  yardstick  for 
determining  whether  a  suburb  is  a  sep¬ 
arate  community  for  purposes  of  the 
ten  percent  rule.  There  are,  in  fact, 
affirmative  reasons  for  concluding  that 
coverage  in  this  context  is  the  appro¬ 
priate  test.  Thus,  parallel  treatment  of 
307(b)  and  ten  percent  rule  cases  Is  re- 
fiected  in  the  Commission's  action  in 
Cook,  supra,  in  designating  a  ten  percent 
rule  issue  because  of  a  prior  determina¬ 
tion  that  the  suburb  was  not  a  separate 
community  for  307(b)  purposes;  as  was 
noted  above,  the  suburb  had  previously 
been  determined  not  to  be  a  separate 
community  because  of  the  suburban 
proposal’s  coverage  of  the  central  city. 
That  the  Commission  regards  the  307(b) 
and  ten  percent  rule  questions  involved 
in  suburban  proposals  as  presenting  the 
same  basic  pr  sblem  is  clearly  indicated 
in  its  statement,  in  the  Notice  of  Pro¬ 


posed  Rule  Making,  quoted  in  paragraph 
6,  supra.  That  the  same  test,  namely, 
coverage  of  the  central  city,  is  to  be  used 
in  both  the  307(b)  cases  and  ten  percmt 
rule  cases  Is  reflected  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  citation,  in  the  quoted  statement, 
of  Huntington  Broadcasting  and  Denver 
Broadcasting,  in  both  of  which  the  cov¬ 
erage  test  was  employed.  Further  sup¬ 
port  for  the  view  that  the  same  test 
should  be  employed  in  307(b)  cases  and 
in  ten  percent  rule  cases  is  to  be  found 
in  the  Commission’s  statement,  quoted 
in  paragraph  6  hereof,  in  its  report  and 
order,  supra,  that  a  determination  will 
in  each  case  be  made  as  to  whether  the 
suburban  proposal  should  be  regarded 
as  proposing  a  new  service  for  its  nomi¬ 
nal  community  or  whether  it  should  be 
treated  as  an  application  for  the  central 
city.  Both  the  notice  and  the  report  and 
order  thus  serve  to  confirm  what  had 
previously  been  heralded  in  Cook,  supra, 
namely,  that  coverage  of  the  centrsil  city 
is  the  critical  criterion  in  both  ten  per¬ 
cent  rule  and  307(b)  cases.  To  resolve 
the  question  in  terms  of  whether  the  sub¬ 
urban  commimity  is  “separate"  in  a 
political,  economic,  or  sociological  sense 
would  be  unrealistic  in  view  of  the  highly 
tenuous  relevance  which  such  test  has  to 
the  basic  problem  with  which  the  Com¬ 
mission  is  concerned,  namely,  that  pre¬ 
sented  by  a  proposal  which  will  serve  the 
central  city  but  which  specifies  a  sub¬ 
urban  community  without  a  local  sta¬ 
tion  as  its  principal  community  and  can 
for  that  reason  technically  claim  the 
benefit  of  an  exception  to  the  ten  per¬ 
cent  rule.  In  this  connection,  it  should 
be  noted  that  in  Radio  Crawfordsville, 
supra,  the  Commission  approached  the 
separate  community  question  in  this 
light,  and  treated  the  proposal  as  a 
Chicago  proposal  because  of  the  coverage 
of  the  latter  city.  ' 

9.  The  fact  that  “separate  commu¬ 
nity"  issues  have  been  designated  in  ten 
percent  rule  cases  does  not  militate 
against  the  conclusion  herein  that  the 
question  of  coverage  of  the  central  city 
is  controlling.  The  ten  percent  rule  des¬ 
ignation  orders  specif^ng  a  separate 
community  issue  antedate  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  decision  in  Radio  Crawfordsville, 
supra,  and  at  the  time  these  designation 
orders  were  adopted,  the  Commission 
also  spoke  in  terms  of  “separate  commu¬ 
nity"  in  307(b)  cases.  As  has  been 
shown,  however,  the  Commission,  from 
Huntington  Broadcasting  through  Mas¬ 
sillon,  supra,  resolved  the  separate  com¬ 
munity  question  in  terms  of  coverage  of 
the  central  city.  The  adoption  of  the 
test  of  coverage  of  the  central  city  in  ten 
percent  rule  cases  involving  suburban 
proposals  does  not  constitute  the  formu¬ 
lation  of  new  policy.  It  is  merely  a  rec¬ 
ognition  that  the  307(b)  and  ten  percent 
rule  problems  in  suburban  cases  are  re¬ 
garded  by  the  Commission  in  the  same 
light,  and  that  the  basic  approach  to  the 
resolution  of  the  problem  in  ten  percent 
rule  cases  should  be  permitted  to  under¬ 
go  the  same  evolution  as  has  occurred 
in  307(b)  cases.  See  Charles  County 
Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.,  paragraph  7.  FCC 
63-821,  25  RR  903. 

10.  In  view  of  the  gradual  development 
of  the  tests  to  be  employed  with  respect 


to  suburban  proposals,  the  Bureau  can¬ 
not  reasonably  be  faulted  for  not  having 
sought,  on  the  basis  of  the  coverage  of 
South  Bend,  enlargement  of  the  issues  at 
an  earlier  date.  While  the  developing 
Commission  policy  may  have  antedated 
by  some  months  the  Bureau’s  pleading—. 
which  was  triggered  by  the  affidavits  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  petitioner — ^it  would  be 
both  unrealistic  and  unfair  to  charge  the 
Bureau  with  dilatoriness  in  an  area  in 
which  the  Commission’s  approach  has 
been  undergoing  a  gradual  evolutioa 
This  is  not  a  case  in  which  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  expressly  annoimced  its  policy, 
and  the  Bureau’s  delay  in  seeking  en¬ 
largement  of  the  Issues  cannot  reason¬ 
ably  be  dated  back  to  the  time  of  desig¬ 
nation. 

11.  In  view  of  the  service,  both  day¬ 
time  and  nighttime,  that  would  be  pro¬ 
vided  to  >111  or  most  of  South  Bend,  en¬ 
largement  of  the  issues  is  warranted.' 
It  is  recognized,  of  course,  that  an  Initial 
Decision  has  already  been  released,  and 
that  the  status  of  the  proceeding  mili¬ 
tates  to  some  extent  against  enlarge¬ 
ment  except  under  imusual  circum¬ 
stances.  Such  circumstsmces  are, 
however,  present  here.  A  basic  public 
interest  question  is  presented,  and  its 
importance  has  been  emphasized  by  the 
Commission  in  its  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making  and  in  its  Report  and  Order 
referred  to  in  pagaraph  5.  In  addition, 
the  applicant  does  not  deny  that  Udell 
may  have  stated  that  his  primary  in¬ 
terest  was  in  serving  South  Bend,  and 
under  these  circumstances  the  applicant 
cannot  reasonably  complain  about  the 
lateness  of  the  inquiry.  This  statement 
as  to  Udell’s  interest  takes  on  signifi¬ 
cance  in  view  of  the  fact  that  primary 
service  would  be  provided  to  South 
Bend.*  ’tlie  fact  tiiat,  as  stated  by  the 
applicant’s  consulting  engineer,  even 
better  coverage  of  South  Bend  could 
have  been  obtained  by  locating  the  trans¬ 
mitter  site  three  or  four  miles  from  that 
proposed  in  the  application,  does  not  in 
itself  serve  to  dispel  the  consequences 
of  the  proposal’s  principal  city  coverage 
of  South  Bend  dasrtime  and  its  80  per¬ 
cent  coverage  of  South  Bend  nighttime. 
The  applicant  also  seeks  to  counteract 
the  inferences  which  may  be  drawn  from 
the  fact  of  coverage  of  South  Bend  by 
noting,  as  pointed  out  above,  that  some 
of  its  programming  and  most  of  its  ad¬ 
vertising  is  centered  on  Mishawaka. 
However,  most  of  the  proposed  program¬ 
ming  is  entertainment  and  therefore  of 
general  interest,  and  the  purely  local 
programming  does  not  eliminate  the 
need  for  a  further  inquiry  as  to  whether 


‘The  fact  that  20  percent  of  South  Bend 
would  not  be  served  nighttime  does  not  re¬ 
quire  a  contrary  conclusion.  See  Radio 
Crawfordsville,  supra. 

•In  Northern  Indiana  Brofuicasters,  Inc., 
PCO  64-697,  released  July  7,  1964,  the  Com¬ 
mission  accepted  Udell’s  explanations  that 
his  statements  that  he  intended  other  pro¬ 
posals  as  blocking  applications  were  not  to 
be  taken  literally.  These  explanations  were 
accepted  primarily  because  the  other  facte 
in  the  case  rebutted  any  Inference  of  Wo®** 
Ing.  In  the  case  before  the  Board,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  smrvice  to  South  Bend  » 
consistent  with  an  alleged  intent  to  serve 
South  Bend. 
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tbe  applicant’s  proposal  should,  for  ten 
percent  rule  purposes,  be  treated  as  a 
South  Bend  proposal.  See  Massillon 
Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.,  supra,  paragraph 
12.  ^ 
Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  7th  day 
of  August  19B4,  That  the  request  made 
In  the  motion  filed  by  Clarence  C.  Moore 
on  February  7,  1964,  for  ah  issue  as  to 
whether  the  application  herein  is  in¬ 
tended  as  an  additional  South  Bend 
station  is  dismissed;  and 
It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  petition 
March  16, 1964,  by  Northern  Indiana 
Broadcasters,  Inc.,  for  acceptance  of  an 
actional  pleading  is  granted,  and  the 
additional  pleading  is  accepted;  and 
It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Broad¬ 
cast  Bureau’s  request  that  the  proceed¬ 
ing  be  remanded  to  the  Hearing  Ex¬ 
aminer  is  granted  to  the  extent  indicated 
herein,  and  denied  in  all  other  respects; 
and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  issues  in 
this  proceeding  are  enlarged  by  the  addi¬ 
tion  of  the  following  issues: 

To  determine  whether  the  application 
herein  should  be  considered  as  a  Misha¬ 
waka  proposal  or  as  a  South  Bend  pro¬ 
posal  for  purposes  of  applying  §  73.28(d) 
(3)  of  the  Commission’s  rules. 

To  determine,  in  the  event  it  is  deter¬ 
mined  pursuant  to  the  foregoing  issue 
that  the  proposal  herein  should  be 
treated  as  a  South  Bend  proposal, 
whether  the  interference  which  would  be 
received  by  the  proposal  herein  would 
affect  more  than  ten  percent  of  the  popu¬ 
lation  within  its  normally  protected 
primary  service  area  in  contravention  of 
i  3.28(d)  (3)  of  the  Commission’s  rules, 
and,  if  so,  whether  circumstances  exist 
which  would  warrant  a  waiver  of  said 
aection;  and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  proceed¬ 
ing  is  remanded  to  the  Hearing  Examiner 
for  further  hearing  and  preparation  of 
a  supplemental  initial  decision.  h. 

Released;  August  10,  1964. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,^ 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

(PH.  Doc.  64-8186;  PUed,  Aug.  12,  1964; 

8:48  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  14611;  PCC  64M-7691 

PROGRESS  BROADCASTING  CORP. 
(WHOM) 

Order  Continuing  Prehearing 
Conference 

In  re  application  of  Progress  Broad¬ 
casting  Corporation  (WHOM) ,  New 
York,  New  York,  Docket  No.  14611,  Pile 
No.  BP-13915,  for  construction  permit. 

Upon  the  Hearing  Examiner’s  own 
Motion:  It  is  ordered.  This  7th  day  of  Au- 
^  1964,  that  the  prehearing  confer- 
®ce  now  scheduled  for  September  29, 
1964,  be  and  the  same  is  hereby  resched- 


^  Board  Member  Nelson  dissenting  and 
’®tlng  for  denial  of  petitions. 


uled  for  October  1,  1964,  10:00  ajn.,  in 
the  Commission’s  offices,  Washington, 
D.C. 

* 

Released;  August?,  1964. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  64-8187;  FUed,  Aug.  12^  1964; 
8:49  ajn.] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

INDEPENDENT  OCEAN  FREIGHT 
FORWARDER  APPLICATIONS 

Notice  of  Revision 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  changes  in 
the  following  applications  for  independ¬ 
ent  ocean  freight  forwarder  licenses 
issued  pursuant  to  section  44,  Shipping 
Act,'  1916  (75  Stat.  522  and  46  n.S.C. 
841(b)). 

GBANOrATHEB  APPLICANTS 

Airfreight  Service  Ck>rporation,  No.  28, 
BuUdlng  80,  Room  222,  New  York  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  Jamaica,  N.Y.;  revoked  July 
2,  1964. 

Sanford  Service  Company,  No.  816,  50-32 
201st  Street,  Bayside,  N.Y.;  revoked  July  2, 
1964.  ' 

Philadelphia  Trans-Atlantic  Line,' No.  384, 
34  Whitehall  Street,  New  York,  N.Y.,  10004; 
revoked  July  7, 1964. 

Peruvian  Foreign  Trade  Company,  No.  699 
(Francisco  J.  Verastegul,  d.b.a.),  37-44  72d 
Street,  Jackson  Heights,  N.Y.,  11372;  revoked 
July  13,  1964. 

Hiunphrey  &  MacGregor,  Inc.,  No.  591,  202- 
03  Wallace  S.  Building,  P.O.  Box  1911,  Tampa, 
Fla.,  33601;  revoked  July  13, 1964. 

Wilson  Mastrandrea  Co..  No.  110  (WUson 
Mastradea,  d.b.a.),  170  Brocuiway,  New  York, 
N.Y.,  10038;  revoked  July  16,  1964. 

Vima  Shipping  Company,  No.  720  (Vin¬ 
cenzo  Mastrolilli,  d.b.a.),  29  Broadway,  New 
York,  N.Y.;  revoked  July  29,  1964. 

Non-Gbandfatheb  Applicants 

Riches  International  No.  987  (Riches  Re¬ 
search,  Inc.  d.ba.),  1944  University  Avenue, 
Palo  Alto,  Calif.,  revoked  July  9,  1964. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  applicants  have  filed  with  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  applications  for 
licenses  as  independent  ocean  freight 
forwarders,  pursuant  to  section  44(a)  of 
the  Shipping  Act.  1916,  (75  Stat.  522  and 
46  U.S.C.  841(b)). 

Persons  knowing  of  any  reason  why 
any  applicant  should  not  receive  a  li¬ 
cense  are  requested  to  communicate 
with  the  Director,  Bureau  of  Domestic 
Regulation,  Federal  Maritime  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.  C.,  20573.  Protests 
received  within  60  days  from  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered. 

Non-Grandfather  Applicants 

NAME  AND  ADDRESS 

Ace  Freight  Forwarders,  Inc.  (Late),  4551 
Northwest  36th  Street,  Miami  Springs  66, 
Fla.;  Iris  V.  Blackmon,  president;  PhUlip 
Blackmon,  Secretary-Treasurer;  Burton  A. 
Landy,  Assistant  Secretary-Treasurer. 

Aerotyme,  Inc.  (Non) ,  P.O.  Box  20048,  New 
Orleans  International  Airport.  New  Orleans, 
La.,  70140;  Clifford 'M.  Tallman,  president; 
Francisco  Arango  m,  treasurer;  Flerlda 
Arango,  vice  president;  Julia  Tallman, 
secreta^. 


PMeral  R'eight  Forwarding  (Non)  (John 
J.  McDonneU,  d.b^t.).  Federal  Shipyard, 
Building  No.  6,  South  Kearny,  NJ.;  John  J. 
McDonnell,  president. 

Mercury  International  Van  Service,  Inc. 
(Non),  800  East  “D”  Street,  Wilmington, 
Calif.,  90746;  Daniel  P.  Bryant,  director/ 
president;  W.  R.  Andreson,  director /vice 
president;  Lucien  W.  Shaw,  dlrector/vlce 
president/secretary;  Robert  A.  Patton,  direc¬ 
tor/vice  laresident;  John  Schmidt,  director/ 
treasurer;  Eldon  R.  Clawson,  assistant  secre¬ 
tary. 

Pierbusseti,  Inc.  (Non) ,  665  Fifth  Avenue, 
New  York,  N.Y.;  Herbert  Miller,  lawyer; 
GuUiano  Magnoni,  lawyer;  Luciano  Fran- 
colini,  businessman;  Fred  Barton,  business¬ 
man. 

Name  Changes 

Comparato  Air  Cargo  Express  No.  248  (a 
division  of  Comparato  Enterprises  Ltd.) , 
formerly  Comparato’s  Air  Cargo  (Anthony  J. 
Comparato,  d.b.a.),  310  East  34th  Street, 
New  York  16,  N.Y.;  Anthony  J.  Comparato, 
president;  Mildred  Comparato,  secretary; 
John  Amelia,  Jr.,  director. 

Gulf  Forwarding  Company  No.  89  (George 
Renaudln,  d.b.a.)  formerly  Gulf  Forwarding 
Co.,  1234  Whitney  Building,  New  Orleans, 
La.;  George  Renaudln,  owner. 

Trans-World  Forwarding  &  Air  Expedit¬ 
ing  Co.  No.  773  (f (Miner ly  Trans- World  For¬ 
warding  Co.),  Pier  1,  Embarcadero.  San 
Francisco,  Calif.,  94111;  Earl  B.  Jones,  presi¬ 
dent;  Ro^rt  P.  Reese,  vi(^  president;  Paul 
D.  Baer,  vice  president;  Roger  D.  Kolda,  vice 
president;  John  F.  Mahoney,  secretary/ 
treasury. 

Change  of  Officers 

River  Plate  Shipping  Corp.  No.  420,  13S 
East  42d  Street,  New  York,  N.Y.,  10017; 
Frederick  J.  Dillon,  president;  Ronnie  Dillon, 
vice  president/treasurer;  Robert  J.*  Nicol, 
secretary. 

Change  of  Address 

H.  Z.  Bernstein  Co.,  Inc.  No.  547,  50  Broad¬ 
way,  New  York,  N.Y.,  10004. 

Dated:  August?,  1964. 

Thomas  Lisi, 

Secretary. 

[FK.  Doc.  64-8164;  Piled,  Aug.  12,  1964; 

8:47  am.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  CP61-811] 

ARKANSAS  LOUISIANA  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

August  7, 1964. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  7,  1964, 
Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Company  (Ap¬ 
plicant),  Shreveport.  Louisiana,  filed  an 
applicaiton  to  amend  further  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  order  Issued  November  21, 1961, 
in  Docket  No.  CP61-311,  as  amended,  by 
extending  until  July  22,  1965,  the  term 
of  sale  of  natural  gas  to  Texas  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporation  (Texas  East¬ 
ern)  authorized  by  said  order,  as 
amended,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  application  to  amend  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

The  subject  order,  among  other  things, 
authorized  Applicant  to  sell  and  deliver 
at  intersecting  points  in  Harrison  Coun¬ 
ty,  Texas,  and  Grant  County,  Arkansas, 
a  maximum  annual  volume  of  8.125.000 
Mcf  (14.65  psia)  of  natural  gas  to  Texas 
Eastern  for  a  period  of  one  year  from  the 
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date  of  initial  delivery,  which  date  was 
July  22. 1961.  By  subs^uent  orders,  the 
authorization  was  ex, traded  twice  for 
one>year  periods,  so  that  the  present 
authorization  expired  on  July  22,  1964. 

The  subject  application  indicates  that 
the  arrangement  has  worked  out  very 
satisfactorily  for  both  parties  and  that 
the  deliver-only-when-available  privi¬ 
leges  of  Applicant  and  the  purchase- 
only-when-needed  privileges  of  Texas 
Eastern  offer  ideal  flexibility  for  both. 
Further,  due  to  the  geographical  differ¬ 
ences  of  maiiEet  areas  and  due  to  the 
movement  of  cold-front  weather  patterns 
hi  these  different  market  areas.  Appli¬ 


cant  states  that  it  is  not  uncommon  for 
it  to  have  maximum  volumes  available 
during  periods  of  Texas  Eastern’s  peak 
demands. 

Protests,  petitions  to  intervene  or  re¬ 
quests  for  bearing  in  this  proceeding 
may  be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission.  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in 
accordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or 
before  August  27,  1964. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FJL  Doe.  64-8156:  PUed,  Aug.  12.  1064; 

8:46  aju.] 


(Docket  Noe.  BI66-116  etc.] 

TEXACO  INC.  ET  AL. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearings  on  and 
Suspension  of  Proposed  Changes  in 
Rates  ^ 

August  5,  1964. 

The  above-named  Respondents  have 
tendered  for  filing  prrao^  changes  in 
presently  effective  rate  schedules  for 
sales  of  natural  gas  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Conunission.  The  pro¬ 
posed  changes,  which  constitute  in¬ 
creased  rates  and  charges,  are  desig¬ 
nated  as  f(^ws: 


- 

Rate 

aebed- 

nle 

No. 

Sap- 

Irto- 

ment 

No. 

Amount 

Date 

Eflective 

date 

Datesus- 

Cents  per  Mcf 

Rate  in 
effect  sub- 

Do^t 

No. 

N  Be^Mndent 

Putcbaser  end  producing  area 

of  annual 
Increase 

sung 

tendered 

unless 
sus- 
1  ended 

pended 

until— 

Rato  in 
efleet 

Proposed 

increased 

rata 

Ject  to 
refund  in 
docket 
Nos. 

Bies-iu... 

Texsoo  Ine.,  P.O.  Box 
fi2»2,  Houston, 

Tex.,  770S2,  AUn: 
Messrs.  W.  V. 

Viettl  and  A.  C. 

17 

11 

K1  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.  (Slaagh- 
tor  GaaoUne  Plan^  Hoekley 
County,  Tex.)  (B.*.  Dtetiirt 
No.  8)  (Permian  Basin  Area). 

$48,  U9 

7-10-84 

*8-10-64 

1-10-66 

17.1148 

* « 18. 1215 

RI61-33. 

R161-447. 

Deerane,  it. 

Texsoo  Ine.. _ 

U 

10 

El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.  (South 

1,687 

7-10-84 

*6-10-84 

1-10-86 

17.1148 

>«  18. 1216 

RI61-33. 

Fullerton  Gasoline  Plant,  An¬ 
drews  County,  Tex.)  (B.R.  Dis¬ 
trict  No.  8)  (Permian  Basin 

RI61-447. 

Hn  ... _ _ 

19 

9 

El  Paio  Ngtoral  Oas  Co.  (Level* 

11.027 

7-10-64 

*8-10-64 

1-10-86 

n.lltt 

•*18.1216 

RI61-33. 

21 

18 

land  Gasoline  Plant,  Hoekley 
County,  TexO  (B.R.  District 
No.  8)  (Permian  Basin  Area). 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (T&L 

80,127 

7-10-64 

*8-10^ 

1-10-86 

H.1188 

**188330 

RI61-477. 

RI61-33. 

•  ' 

28 

11 

Gasoline  Plant.  Ector  County, 
Tex.)  (B.R.  District  No.  8) 
(Permian  Basin  Area). 

El  Paao  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Big 

218 

7-10-64 

*8-10^ 

1-10-86 

16.8631 

**168949 

RI61-447. 

RI61-74. 

21 

11 

Lake  West  Field,  Reagan 
County,  Tex.)  (B.R.  District 
No.  7-ej  (Permian  Basin  Area). 
El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Jack 

2,881 

7-10-64 

*8-10-64 

1-10-86 

*16.7093 

.  ***167228 

RI61-447. 

RI61-74. 

25 

12 

Herbert  Field,  Upton  County, 
Tex.)  (R.R.  District  No.  7-<) 
(Permian  Basin  Area). 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Bedford 

<64 

974 

7-10-64 

7-1D-84 

*6-10-64 

*8-10-64 

1-10-86 

1-10-85 

•  18.6823 

14.1880 

•**162026 

**167003 

RI61-447. 

RI61-74. 

RI61-M7. 

RI61-74. 

28 

7 

Field,  Andrews  County,  Tex.) 
(R.R.  District  No.  8)  (Permian 
Basin  Area). 

El  Paao  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Jalmat 

1,617 

7-10-84 

*8-10-64 

1-10-86 

*•16.8663 

****168793 

RI61-447. 

RI64-130. 

20 

7 

Field,  Lm  County,  N.  Mex.) 
(Permian  Basin  Area). 

1,176 

7-10-84 

*6-10-64 

1-10-86 

**16.8683 

***•16  8793 

RI64-130. 

.....do _ _ _ ........ 

80 

9 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Eunumt 
Field,  Lm  County,  N.  Mex.) 
(Permian  Basin  Area). 

El  Paso  Natnral  Gas  Co.  (BHne- 

6,866 

7-10-84 

*8-10-84 

1-10-86 

*•16.8663 

***>168793 

R164-130. 

81 

7 

1.182 

7-10-64 

*8-10-84 

1-10-86 

**1A8683 

****168793 

RI64-13a 

248 

S 

bry  Field,  Lea  County,  N.  Mex.) 
(Permian  Basin  Area). 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Eomont 
Field,  Lea  County,  N.  Mex.) 
(Permian  Basin  Area). 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (South 

246 

7-10-64 

*8-10-84 

1-10-86 

•  16.3993 

•*•164223 

RI64-130. 

188 

11 

3.080 

7-10-84 

*8-10-64 

1-10-86 

18.8894 

*  *  16. 1772 

RI61-447. 

_  do  _ 

180 

7 

Andrews  Field,  Andrews  CdUn- 
ty,  Tex.)  (R-R.  District  Na  8) 
(Permian  Basin  Area). 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Todd 

941 

7-10-84 

*8-10-64 

1-10-66 

16.6766 

**16  7228 

RI61-447. 

^do _ -  _ 

264 

8 

Northwest  Field,  Crockett 
County,  Tex.)  (B.R.  District 
No.  7-e)  (Permian  Basin  Area). 
El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Jalmat 

1.670 

7-10-84 

*8-10-64 

1-10-86 

•16.8993 

**•16.4223 

RI64-130. 

dA 

271 

8 

Field,  Lea  County,  N.  Mex.) 
(Permian  Basin  Area). 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  (Head- 

•0 

7-10-84 

*8-10-64 

1-10-66 

17. 1143 

*  *  16 1215 

RI61-461. 

.do  ...  -  _ 

202 

4 

lee  Gasoline  Plant,  Ector  Coun¬ 
ty,  Tex.)  (R.R.  District  No.  8) 
(Permian  Basin  Ares). 

El  Paao  Natural  Oas  Co.,  ^weetie 

804 

7-10-84 

*8-10-64 

1-10-6(5 

17.0 

**162430 

RI60-224. 

_ do  _  --  - 

201 

17 

Peck  Field,  Midland  Coimty, 
Tex.)  (Permian  Basin  Area). 

El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.,  (Spra- 
berry  Trend  Field,  Upton, 
Reagam  Olassooc^  and  Mid¬ 
land  Counties,  Tex.)  (R.R. 
District  No.  7-c  and  8)  (Permian 
Basin  Area). 

£1  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  (Pega- 

4,106 

7-10-84 

*8-10-64 

1-10-66 

17.0 

**162430 

RI60-22i 

do  _  ... 

203 

4 

1,969 

673 

7-10-84 

*8-10-64 

1-10-66 

17.0 

>*161680 

EI60-22i 

.  do  _  _  _  . 

204 

8 

sns  Gasoline  Plan^  Midlmid 
County,  Tex.)  (R.R.  District 
No.  8)  (Permian  Basin  Area). 

El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.t^(Spra- 
berry  Driver  Field,  Reagan 
Comty,  TCx.)  (R.R.  District 
No.  7-c)  (Permian  Budn  Area). 

7^10-64 

*8-10-64 

1-10-66 

16.0 

•  *162430 

footnote*  at  end  of  table. 


*  Doe*  not  consolidate  for  hearing  or  dispose  of  the  several  matters  hereto. 


Thursday,  August  13,  1964 
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Effective 

Cents  per  Mcf 

Rate  in 
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Sup¬ 

ple- 

Amount 

Date 

date 

Date 

effect  sub- 

Respondent 

sched- 

Purchaser  and  producing  area 

of 

flUng  ^ 

unless 

sua- 

Ject  to 

mu 

ole 

ment 

annual 

tendered 

BUS- 

pended 

Rate  in 

Proposed 

refund  in 

No. 

No. 

increase 

pended 

until— 

effect 

increased 

docket 

rate 

Nos. 

BI66-116... 

Texaco  Inc.  (Opera- 

828 

1 

El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.,  (Puller 

$10,172 

7-10-64 

*8-10^14 

1-10-66 

16.0 

» *  17. 1148 

tor),  et  al. 

Oasoline  Plant,  Scurry  County, 
Tex.)  (R.R.  Distri^  No.  8) 
(Permian  Basin  Area). 

El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.,  (Pay- 

BI66-117... 

Pan  American  Petro-’ 

20 

11 

1*0 

7-  0-64 

*8-0-64 

1-  0-66 

>116.0377 

»«ii  16.7228 

Q-19008. 

leum  Corp.,  P.O. 
Box  1410,  Tort 

ton  Field,  Pecos  and  Ward 
Counties,  Tex.)  (R.R.  District 

627 

7-  0-64 

*8-0-64 

1-  0-66 

1*16.4320 

**1*16.2160 

Worth.  T«..  76101. 

,  No.  8)  (Permian  Basin  Area). 

Attn:  Mr.  J.  K. 
Smith. 

Pan  American  Pe- 

101 

6 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (North¬ 
west  Noelke  Field,  Crockett 
County,  Tex.)  (R.R.  District 

M 

7-  0-64 

*8-0-^ 

1-  0-66 

14.6000 

1*16.7008 

RI61-44 

troleum  Corp. 

No.  7-c)  (Permian  Basin  Area). 
El  Paso  Natural  Qas  Co.  (South 

218 

4 

624 

7-  0-64 

*8-  0-64 

1-  0-66 

13.6823 

*  *  16. 2025 

RI61-44 

Andrews  Devonian  Ffeld,  An¬ 
drews  County,  Tex.)  (R.R. 

District  No.  8)  (Permian  Basin 
Area). 

El  Paso  Natiuai  Qas  Co.  (Jalmat 
and  Eumont  Fields,  Lea  Coun- 

\ 

234 

6 

436 

7-  0-64 

*8-0-64 

1-  0-66 

*1*16.7064 

***1*16.8798 

RI63-181 

2,140 

7-  0-64 

*8-0-64 

1-  0-66 

*1*16.3412 

***>*16.4223 

RI63-481 

— 

ty,  N.  Mex.)  (Permian  Basin 
Area). 

El  Paso  Natural  Qas  Co.  (Bline- 
bry  Field,  Lea  County,  N. 
Mex.)  (Permian  Basin  Area). 

271 

6 

278 

7-  0-64 

*8-  0-64 

1-  0-66 

*  1*  15. 7982 

***“16.8793 

RI6S-481 

lOQ 

7-  9-64 

*8-0-64 

1-  0-65 

*1*  16.3429 

***1*16.4223 

348 

10 

El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.  (Level- 

17 

7-10-64 

*8-10-64 

1-10-66 

17.0904 

*  *  18 1080 

RI64-166 

land  Gasoline  Plant,  Ho<^ley 
County,  Tex.)  (R.R.  District 

No.  8)  (Permian  Basin  Area). 

>  The  stated  effective  date  is  the  first  day  after  expiration  of  the  required  statryuto 
Dotioe. 

I  Ptfiodic  rate  increase. 
tPtessure  base  is  14.06  peis. 
t  High-pressure  gas. 

I  Low-ivessure  gas. 

'Bnbject  to  reduction  of  0.4467  cent  per  Mcf  for  compression  of  low-pressure  gas 
(below  600  p.s.i.g.).  ^ 

■  deludes  paixlai  reimbursement  tot  full  2.66  percent  New  Mexico  Emergency 
School  Tax. 


•  No  sales  of  residue  gas  being  made  (residue  gas  is  being  injected  into  the  Headee 
Devonian  Unit). 

<*  No  sales  estimated. 

11  High-pressure  gas  (not  to  exceed  660  p.8.i.g.). 

u  Low-pressure  gas  (rate  includes  0.6  cent  per  Mcf  compressicm  charge  by  buyer). 
1*  High-pressure  gas  (not  to  exceed  600  p.s.Lg.). 

11  Low-pressure  gas  (rate  includes  0.4467  cent  pa  Mcf  comivession  charge  by 
buyer).  . 


/ 


Tbe  producers  herein  request  that  their 
prcWed  rate  increases  be  made  effective 
as  of  August  1.  1964.  the  contractually 
Iffovlded  effective  date.  Good  cause  has 
not  been  shown  for  waiving  the  30-day 
notice  requirement  provided  in  section 
4(d)  of  the  Natural  Qas  Act  to  permit  an 
earlier  effective  date  for  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  producers’  rate  filings  and  such 
requests  are  denied. 

Supplements  Nos.  7,  7,  9,  7.  3  and  3  to 
Texaco  Inc.’s  (Texaco)  ¥PC  Qas  Rate 
Schedules  Nos.  28,  29.  30,  31,  246  and  254, 
respectively,  and  Supplements  Nos.  5  and 
6  to  Pan  American  Petroleum  Corpora¬ 
tion’s  (Pan  American)  FE*C  Gas  Rate 
Schedules  Nos.  234  and  271,  respectively, 
include  partial  reimbursement  for  the 
full  2.55  percent  New  Mexico  Emergency 
School  Tax  which  was  increased  from  2.0 
percent  to  2.55  percent  on  April  1,  1963. 
The  producers  involved  previously  filed 
for  such  tax,  which  was  protested  by  El 
Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  (El  Paso)  in 
Accordance  with  its  policy  of  protesting 
All  New  Mexico  Emergency  School  Tax 
reimbursement  filing  at  a  level  exceeding 
055  percent.  El  Paso  questions  the  right 
of  the  sellers  under  the  tax  reimburse¬ 
ment  clauses  to  file  rate  increases  re¬ 
flecting  tax  reimbursement  computed  on 
the  basis  of  an  increase  in  tax  rate  by 
the  New  Mexico  Legislature  in  excess  of 
0.55  percent.  While  El  Paso  concedes 
that  the  New  Mexico  tax  legislation  ef¬ 
fected  a  higher  rate  of  at  least  0.55  per¬ 
cent,  it  claims  there  is  controversy  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  new  legislation  ef¬ 
fected  an  increased  tax  rate  in  excess  of 
055  percent.  Under  the  circumstances, 
we  shall  provide  that  the  hearings  pro¬ 


vided  for  herein  for  Texaco  and  Pan 
American  shall  concern  th^nselves  with 
the  contractual  basis  for  the  producers’ 
rate  filings  which  El  Paso  has  or  will 
protest,  as  well  as  the  statutory  lawful¬ 
ness  of  the  increased  rates  contained  in 
the  proposed  supplements. 

Pan  American  has  included,  as  part  of 
its  proposed  rate  increases,  amendatory 
agreements  which  eliminate  the  favored- 
nation  provisions  of  the  related  contracts 
and  established  revised  schedules  of 
periodic  price  escalations.  Such  amenda¬ 
tory  agreements  provide  the  basis  for  the 
proposed  increased  rates. 

All  of  the  proposed  increased  rates  and 
charges  exceed  the  applicable  area  price 
levels  for  increased  rates  as  set  forth  in 
the  Commission’s  Statement  of  General 
Policy  No.  61-1,  as  amended  (18  CFR, 
Ch.  I,  Part  2.  §2.56). 

The  proposed  changed  rates  and 
charges  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable, 
unduly  discriminatory,  or  preferential, 
or  otherwise  unlawful 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  enter  upon  hearings  concerning 
the  contractual  basis  for  Texaco  and 
Pan  American’s  proposed  rate  filings 
which  El  Paso  has  protested,  as  well  as 
hearings  as  to  the  statutory  lawfulness 
of  the  increased  rates  and  charges  con*- 
tained  in  all  of  the  producers’  rate  fil¬ 
ings,  and  that  the  above-designated  rate 
supplements  be  suspended  and  the  use 
thereof  deferred  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

The^ Commission  orders: 

(A) ’Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4 


and  5  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regula- 
tions  imder  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  Ch.  I),  public  hearings  shs^  be 
held  upon  dates  to  be  fixed  by  notices 
fr(»n  the  Secretary  concerning  the  con¬ 
tractual  basis  for  Texaco  and  Pan  Amer¬ 
ican’s  proposed  rate  filings  which  El  Paso 
has  protested,  and  the  statutory  lawful¬ 
ness  of  the  r&tes  and  charges  contained 
in  all  of  the  producers’  propos^  rate 
supplements. 

(B)  Pending  hearings  and  decisions 
thereon,  the  above-designated  rate  sup¬ 
plements  are  hereby  suspended  and  the 
use  thereof  deferred  until  the  date  indi¬ 
cated  in  the  above  “Date  Suspended 
Until’’  column,  and  thereafter  until  such 
further  time  as  they  are  made  effective 
in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the  Natural 
Gas  Act. 

(C)  Neither  the  supplements  hereby 
suspended,  nor  the  rate  schedules  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby,  shall  be  changed 
until  these  proceedings  have  been  dis¬ 
posed  of  or  until  the  periods  of  suspen¬ 
sion  have  expired,  unless  otherwise  or¬ 
dered  by  the  Commission. 

(D)  Notices  of  interventi(xi  or  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  may  be  filed  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  Washington. 
D.C.,  20426,  in  accordance  with  the  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
and  1.37(f) )  on  or  before  September  23, 
1964. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Joseph  H.  Gutiude, 

•  Secretary. 

64-8099;  Filed.  Aug.  12.  1964; 

8:45  a.m.] 
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fDoeket  No.  1-7174] 

WISCONSIN-MICHIGAN  POWER  CO. 

Ord«r  Accepting  Rat*  SchodulM  for 

Ffling,  Providing  for  Hoaring  ond 

Suspension  of  Proposed  Rate 

Scheduie  Change 

AUGXTST  6, 1964. 

Wisconsin-Michigan  Power  Company 
(Wlsconsin-MicUgan) ,  Milwaukee.  Wis¬ 
consin,  on  Jime  26,  1964.  tendered  for 
filing,  pursuant  to  section  205  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act,  proposed  changes  in  its 
filed  rate  schedules  which,  as  amended 
tqr  substitute  filings  made  on  July  24. 
1964,  purports  to  increase,  as  of  August 
3,  1964,  its  present  rates  and  charges 
for  wholesale  electric  service  to  ten 
electric  utility  and  municipal  customers: 
Wisconsin  Public  Service  Corporation, 
Upper  Peninsula  Power  Company,  City 
of  Crystal  Falls.  Michigan,  and  the  Cities 
of  Kaukauna,  Shawano.  ClintonviUe, 
New  London,  Oconto  Falls,  Florence, 
Wisconsin  and  Oconto  Electric  Coopera¬ 
tive.  Oconto  Falls,  Wisconsin.  The 
proffered  rate  schedule  supplements 
have  been  tentatively  desigziated  in 
the  files  of  the  Commission  as  Wis- 
consln-Michigan’s  Suii^lement  No.  4 
to  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  12,  Supple-* 
ment  No.  4  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  25, 
Supplement  No.  4  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  36.  Supplement  No.  3  to  Rate  Sched¬ 
ule  FPC  No.  43,  Supplement  No.  3  to  Rate 
Schedule  FE*C  No.  33,  Supplement  No.  7 
to  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  24.  Supple¬ 
ment  No.  2  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  41. 
Supplement  No.  4  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  39.  Supplement  No.  2  to  Rate  Sched¬ 
ule  FPC  No.  38.  and  Supplonent  No.  6  to 
Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  32.^ 

Over-all,  the  proffered  rates  and 
charges  would  increase  Wisconsin- 
Michigan's  present  rates  to  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  electric  utilities  and  munici¬ 
palities  by  approximatdy  $209,000  per 
annum  for  all  customers  bas^  upon 
1964  deliveries  of  power  and  energy.  For 
the  twelve-month  period  ending  May  31, 
T964,  Wlsconsin-Michigan’s  revenues 
from  those  customers  totaled  $2,005,270. 
Applying  the  proffered  supplemental  rate 
schedules  to  those  deliveries.  Wisconsin- 
Michigan’s  operating  revenues  for  serv¬ 
ice  to  those  customers  would  be  increased 
to  $2,214,339. 

As  a  result  of  the  subject  rate  filings 
proffered  initially  on  June  26,  1964,  ob¬ 
jections  were  filed  by  certain  of  the  Wis¬ 
consin  municipal  customers  of  Wiscon- 
sin-Michigan  and  by  the  Oconto  Electric 
Cooperative.  Subsequent  to  the  modifi¬ 
cation  of  those  filings  by  the  filings  of 
July  24,  1964  (the  latter  had  the  result 
of  reducing  the  proposed  rates  to  the 
smaller  customers),  those  cities  with¬ 
drew  their  objections  but  reserved  their 
right  to  press  them  in  the  event  the  Com¬ 
mission  should  object  to  the  modified 
filings  or  suspend  the  rates  as  to  Oconto 
Electric  Cooperative  or  other  purchasers. 
The  cooperative  by  its  letter  of  counsel 
dated  July  13.  1964,  objects  generally  to 


*  Applicable  to  the  electric  utilities  and 
Kuniclpalities  in  the  order  as  previously 

Mated. 


the  filing  of  the  new  rates  inscffar  as  they 
would  apply  to  it. 

We  are  setting  for  hearing  and  sus¬ 
pending  the  rate  increase  as  it  applies 
to  Oconto  Electric  Cooperative  iSupple- 
ment  No.  6  to  Wisconsin-Michigan’s 
Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  32)  for  a  period 
of  one  day  from  August  3. 1964,  the  date 
upon  which  the  rate  previously  was  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  made  effective,  until  August 
4,  1964.*  We  accept  the  rate  increase  as 
it  applies  to  the  other  named  wholesale 
customers  of  Wisconsin-Michigan. .  The 
hearing  and  one  day  suspension  will  per¬ 
mit  an  adjudication  of  the  question  pre¬ 
sented  as  to  whether  or  not  the  cooper¬ 
ative  can  justify  a  lower  rate  for  itself 
than  for  Wisconsin-Michigan’s  other 
wholesale  customers  while  at  the  same 
time  avoiding  any  imdue  discrimination 
in  the  event  that  we  should  subsequently 
determine  that  no  such  differential  is 
appropriate. 

On  June  9,  1964,  we  adopted  Opinion 
No.  432  and  accompan3ring  order.  Docket 

No.  E-7026, - PE*C - ,  in  which  we 

rejected,  as  discriminatory,  prior  rate  in¬ 
creases  of  Wisconsin-Michigan  to  the  in¬ 
vestor  owned  and  municipal  electric  sys¬ 
tems  as  listed  above  when  no  increase 
was  luroposed  for  tiie  cooperative.  We 
made  clear  that  on  the  record  in  that 
case  the  company  had  not  justified  a 
higher  rate  for  the  municipalities  than 
for  its  cooperative  customers.  We  spe¬ 
cifically  stated,  however,  that  “We  rec¬ 
ognise  that  the  cooperative  did  not  par¬ 
ticipate  in  this  proceeding  and  we.  there¬ 
fore,  make  no  findings  in  this  case  which 
would  in  any  way  prejudice  Oconto’s 
rights  (Sip.  Op.  8) .’’  We  also  made  clear 
(id.  at  9)  that  since  Oconto  was  not  be¬ 
fore  us  we  could  not  prescribe  the  exact 
level  of  rates  for  aU  of  Wisconsin-Mich¬ 
igan’s  customers  or  determine  what  if 
any  differential  in  the  rates  to  the  coop¬ 
eratives  may  be  justified. 

The  increased  rates  and  charges  pro¬ 
posed  by  Wisconsin-Michigan  for  all  of 
its  customers  follow,  in  graieral,  the  rate 
form  and  rate  level  refiected  in  the 
schedule  of  rates  and  changes  set  forth 
in  Opinion  No.  432,  Appendix  B.  Slight 
changes  in  the  form  of  the  demand 
block  rates  reduce  Wisconsin-Michi¬ 
gan’s  charges  to  smaller  wholesale  pur¬ 
chasers  by  approximatehr  $6800  an¬ 
nually  from  the  over-aJl  muTimnm  cost 
of  service  of  Wisconsin-Michigan  re¬ 
fiected  in  Opinion  No.  432.  Small  pur¬ 
chases  are  made  by  Florence  and  Oconto 
Falls,  Wisconsin,  Crystal  Falls,  Michigan, 
Upper  Peninsula  Power  Company,  and 
Suring  division  of  Wisconsin  Public 
Service  Corporation.  Purchasers  (ff 
larger  amounts  of  power  and  energy 
from^Wisconsin-Michigan  include  Clin- 


*By  telegram  dated  Jiily  31,  1964,  we  ad¬ 
vised  Wlsconsin-Mlchigaii  as  follows: 

*  Please  be  advised  that  the  Cknnmlssion  has 
suspended  for  a  period  of  one  day  from  Au¬ 
gust  8, 1964  to  ATigust  4, 1964,  the  rate  sched- 
idee  which  you  filed  on  June  26,  1964,  insofar 
as  they  proposed  to  increase  the  rates  to 
Oconto  Electric  Cooperative  above  those  pre¬ 
viously  in  effect  becaxise  such  rateft  and 
charges  may  be  tmjust,  tmreasonable,  or 
otherwise  unlawful.  Otherwise,  the  filed 
rates  may  go  into  effect  as  of  Augmt  3,  1964. 
Hie  Commission’s  order  will  follow  by  mail. 


tonville,  Kaukauna,  New  London,  Sha¬ 
wano,  Wisconsin  and  Oconto  Electric 
Cooperative. 

We  have  examined  the  rates  as  filed 
and  believe  that  no  reason  exists  for  sus¬ 
pending  them  so  far  as  they  apply  to 
the  several  municipal  and  investor 
owned  systems  involved.  ’These  rates 
are  all  at  levels  which  are  either  at  or 
below  those  which  were  expressly  in¬ 
dicated  as  appropriate  in  Opinion  No. 
432.  We  believe,  however,  that  despite 
the  fact  that  Wisconsin-Michigan  in 
filing  its  new  rates  has  chosen  not  to 
attempt  to  make  or  justify  any  differ¬ 
ential  between  the  cooperative  and  its 
other  wholesale  customers,  Oconto 
should  be  given  the  opportuiiity  to  make 
a  factual  showing  in  support  of  its 
position. 

A  principal  contention  of  Oconto  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  that  there  are  “socio-eco¬ 
nomic  factors’’  which  would  justify 
a  different  wholesale  classification  for  a 
cooperative  than  for  the  other  whole¬ 
sale  customers  of  Wisconsin-I^chigan. 
As  the  cooperative  indicates,  this  is  an 
issue  which  is  presented  in  several  pend¬ 
ing  cases  in  which  comprehensive 
records  as  to  this  matter  have  already 
been  made  or  are  in  the  process  of  being 
made.  Under  these  circumstances,  we 
believe  that  the  interest  of  all  parties 
can  best  be  served  by  deferring  hearing 
in  this  proceeding  until  the  Commission 
has  formulated  its  basic  policy  upon 
this  issue  in  the  other  pending  proceed¬ 
ings.  At  such  time  we  will,  we  believe, 
be  able  to  evaluate  the  similar  claims  of 
the  cooperative  here,  as  well  as  such 
other  arguments  it  may  then  wish  to 
present,  on  a  more  expedited  basis. 

’The  Commission  further  finds:  In 
view  of  the  foregoing,  it  is  necessary  and 
appropriate  for  the  purposes  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  that  the  Commission, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  of  that  Act. 
particularly  sections  205,  206,  308,  and 
309  thereof. 

(1)  Accept  the  following  proposed 
rate  schedules  of  Wisconsin-Michigan  for 
fiding  to  become  effective  as  filed  rate 
schedules  August  3,  1964; 

Supplement  No.  4  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  12.  Supplement  No.  4  to  Rate  Schedule 
PPC  No.  26,  Supplement  No.  4  to  Rate 
Schedule  FPC  No.  86.  Supplement  No.  3  to 
Rate  Schedxde  PPC  No.  48,  Supplement  No.  3 
to  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  33.  Supplement 
No.  7  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  24.  Supple¬ 
ment  No.  2  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  41, 
Supplement  No.  4  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No. 
39,  Supplement  No.  2  to  Bate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  38. 

(2)  Enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  Wisconsin-Michigan’s 
filed  rate  schedule  for  service  to  Oconto 
Electric  Cooperative  as  proposed  to  be 
supplemented  In  the  manner  provided 
in  proposed  Supplement  No.  6  to  its  Rate 
Schedule  FPC  No.  32;  and  that  the 
eration  or  effectiveness  of  such  proposed 
supplemental  rate  schedule  imder  the 
Federal  Power  Act  be  suspended  and  the 
use  thereof  deferred,  all  as  hereinafter 
provided. 

’The  Commission  orders ; 

(A)  Wisconsin-Michigan’s  rate  sched¬ 
ules  as  referred  to  in  finding  (1)  above, 
are  accepted  for  filing  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  August  3, 1964. 
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(B)  A  public  hearing  be  held  con¬ 
cerning  the  lawfulness  of  Wlsconsin- 
Michlgan’s  Rate  Schedule  FPC  Na  32, 
as  supi^emented  and  proposed  to  be  sup¬ 
plemented  in  the  manner  provided  in  Its 
proffered  Supplement  No.  6  thereto,  at 
a  and  place  to  be  specified  by  notice 
of  the  Secretary. 

(C)  Pending  such  hearing  and  deci¬ 
sion  thereon,  the  operation  under  the 
Federal  Power  Act  of  the  proffered  rate 
schedule  supplement  referred  to  in  par¬ 
agraph  (B)  above,  is  suspended  and  the 
use  thereof  deferred  imtll  August  4, 1964. 
On  that  date,  the  proffered  rate  schedule 
supplement  shall  take  effect  in  the  man¬ 
ner  prescribed  by  the  Federal  Power  Act, 
subject  to  further  order  of  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

(D)  During  the  period  of  suspension 
Wisconsin-Michigan’s  cwrently  effective 
Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  32,  and  Supple¬ 
ment  Nos.  3  and  5  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  shall  remain  and  continue  in 
dfect. 

(E)  Unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission,  Wisconsin-Michigan  shall 
not  change  the  terms  or  provisions  of 
its  proffered  supplemental  rate  schedule 
referred  to  in.  paragraph  (B)  above  or 
those  of  its  rate  schedule  and  supple¬ 
ments  thereto  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  referred  to  in  paragraph  (D) 
above,  until  this  proceeding  has  been 
disposed  of,  or  until  the  period  of  sus- 
pe^on  has  expired. 

(P)  Notices  of  intervention  or  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  may  be  filed  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  Washi^- 
ton,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission's  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CJFR  1.8  and  1.37)  on  or  be¬ 
fore  August  30,  1964. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[PB.  Doc.  64-8157;  Filed,  Aug.  12,  1964; 

8:46  ajn.] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANSE 
COMMISSION 

[PUeNo.  1-3421] 

CONTINENTAL  VENDING  MACHINE 
\  CORP. 

Order  Summarily  Suspending  Trading 
August  7, 1964. 

The  commn  stock,  10  cents  par  value, 
^Continental  Vending  Machine  Corp., 
Wng  listed  and  registered  on  the  Ameri- 
^  Stock  Exchange  and  having  unlisted 
™ng  privileges  on  the  Phlladelphia- 
^wtlmore-Washington  Stock  Exchange, 
Wd  the  6  percent  convertible  subordi- 
wed  debentures  due  September  1,  1976 
listed  and  registered  on  the  Amer- 
Stock  Exchange;  and 
Commission  being  of  the  opinion 
the  public  interest  requires  the  sum- 
suspension  of  trading  in  such  se- 
‘  on  such  Exchanges  and  that  such 
is  necessary  and  ^propriate  for 
protection  of  investors;  and 

No.  168 - 7 


The  Commission  being  of  the  opinion 
further  that  such  suspmision  la  necessary 
in  order  to  prevent  fraudulent,  deceptive 
or  manipulative  acts  or  practices,  with 
the  result  that  it  will  be  unlawful  under 
section  15(c)(2)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934  and  the  Ccunmlssion’s 
Rule  15c2-2  thereunder  for  any  broker  or 
dealer  to  make  use  of  the  mails  or  of  any 
means  or  instrumentality  of  interstate 
commerce  to  effect  any  transaction  in, 
or  to  induce  or  attempt  to  induce  the  pur¬ 
chase  or  sale  of  any  such  security,  other¬ 
wise  than  on  a  national  securities 
exchange: 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  section  19 
(a)  (4)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  that  trading  in  such  securities  on 
the  American  Stock  Exchange  and  the 
Philadelphia  -  Baltimore  -  Washington 
Stock  Exchange  be  summarily  suspended 
in  order  to  prevent  fraudulent,  deceptive 
or  manipifiative  acts  or  practices,  this  or¬ 
der  to  be  effective  for  t^  period  August 
10,  1964,  through  AugUOT  19,  1964,  both 
dates  inclusive. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Nellye  a.  Thorsen, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  64r-8154;  FUed,  Aug.  12.  1964; 

8:46  ajn.] 


[FUeNo.  1-4722] 

TASTEE  FREEZ  INDUSTRIES,  INC. 
Order  Summarily  Suspending  Trading 

August  7, 1964. 

The  common  stock,  67  cents  par  value, 
of  Tastee  Freez  Industries,  Inc.,  being 
listed  and  registered  on  the  American 
Stock  Exchange;  and 

The  Cmnmission  being  of  the  opinion 
that  the  public  interest  requires  the  sum¬ 
mary  suspension  of  trading  in  such  se¬ 
curity  on  such  Exchange  and  that  such 
action  is  necessary  and  appropriate  for 
the  protection  of  investors;  and 

The  Commission  being  of  the  opinion 
further  that  such  suspension  is  neces¬ 
sary  in  order  to  prevent  fraudulent,  de¬ 
ceptive  or  manipulative  acts  or  practices, 
with  the  result  that  it  will  be  unlawful 
under  section  15(c)  (2)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rule  15c2-2  thereunder  for  any 
broker  or  dealer  to  make  use  of  the  mails 
or  of  any  means  or  instrumentality  of 
interstate  commerce  to  effect  any  trans¬ 
action  in,  or  to  induce  or  attanpt  to  in¬ 
duce  the  purchase  or  sale  of  any  such 
security,  otherwise  than  on  a  national 
securities  exchange: 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  section  19 
(a)  (4)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  that  trading  in  such  security  on 
the  American  Stock  Exchange  be  sum¬ 
marily  suspended  in  order  to  prevent 
fraudulent,  deceptive  or  manipulative 
acts  or  practices,  this  order  to  be  effec¬ 
tive  for  the  period  August  10,  1964, 
through  Auguk  19,  1964,  both  dates 
inclusive. 

By  the  Conimission. 

[seal]  Nellye  A.  Thorsen, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doe.  64-8165;  FUed.  Aug.  12,  1964; 

8:46  sjn.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  1029] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

August  10, 1964. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part 
179) ,  appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s 
special  rules  of  practice  any  interested 
person  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant 
to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its 
disposition.  The  matters  relied  upon 
by  petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC  66952.  By  order  of  August 
7, 1964,  the  Transfer  Board  approved  the 
transfer  to  William  A.  Kelly,  Inc.,  Phil¬ 
adelphia,  Pa.,  of  Certificate  No.  MC 
101841  Sub  1,  issued  April  11,  1942,  to 
Lester  L.  Zern,  amended  December  12, 
1947,  to  show  a  trade  name  of  L.  L.  Zem 
Transportation,  OilbertsviUe,  Pa.,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  transportation  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes  of  soil  pipe,  pipe  fittings,  and 
cast  iron  plumbing  specialties  from  East 
Greenville  and  linfield.  Pa.,  to  points  in 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Rhode  Island,  and  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia;  materials  used  or  useful  in  the 
manufacture  of  cast  iron  soil  pipe,  cast 
iron  pipe  fittings,  and  cast  iron  plumbing 
specialties,  from  the  above-specified 
destination  points  to  East  Greenville 
and  Linfield,  Pa.,  returned  or  rejected 
shipments  of  cast  iron  soil  pipe  and  cast 
iron  soil  pipe  fittings,  from  points  in 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Rhode 
Island,  and  the  District  of  Columbia  to 
East  Greenville  and  Linfield,  Pa.  V. 
Baker  Smith.  2107  Fidelity-Philadelphia 
Trust  Building,  Philadelphia  9,  Pa., 
attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  Mb-FC  66983.  By  order  of  August 
7, 1964,  the  Transfer  Board  approved  the 
transfer  to  Fred  Lt  Williams,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  Taos  Interstate  Express,  Ala¬ 
mosa,  Colo.,  of  the  operating  rights 
acquired  by  Martha  A.  Howes,  doing 
business  as  Taos  Interstate  Express, 
Romeo,  Colo.,  pursuant  to  MC7-FC  65456, 
consiunmated  November  18,  1963,  and 
assigned  No.  MC  119845,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  general  commodities, 
except  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  be¬ 
tween  Fort  Garland,  Colo.,  and  Taos. 
N.  Mex.;  between  Jaroso,  Colo.,  and 
points  in  Colo.;  general  ccHnmodities, 
excluding  household  goods,  and  other 
specified  commodities,  between  Alamosa, 
Colo.,  and  Fort  (jlarland,  Colo.;  houses, 
including  fixtiires  and  ai^urtenances 
therefor,  requiring  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  from  Los  Alamos  and  White 
Rock,  N.  Mex.,  to  points  in  Alamosa,  Rio 
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Qrande,  CWiesJoi,  OostUla.  and  Saquache 
Countki^  Colo.;  and  Inmber,  from  points 
In  Alamosa,  OostlUa,  and  Ckmejos  Coim« 
ties,  Colo.,  to  points  in  New  Mexico. 
George  W.  Woodward.  315  Edison  Ave¬ 
nue,  Alamosa,  Post  OfBce  Box  358,  Colo., 
attorney  for  i4H>licants. 

[sxAi.]  Haxold  D.  McCot, 

Secretary. 

(PA.  Doc.  64-8188;  FUed.  Aug.  12.  1064; 
8:47  sjxx.] 


[Notice  102fr-A] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

Auoxtst  10. 1064. 

Application  filed  for  t^nporary  au¬ 
thority  imder  section  210(a)  (b)  in  con¬ 
nection  with  transfer  application  under 
seoticm  212(b)  and  Transfer  Rules,  49 
CPR  Pftrt  179* 

No.  MOFC  65656,  published  in  the 
August  31,  1963,  issue  of  the  nmnuu. 
RsGZsm,  on  page  9658.  Application 
filed  August  7.  1964,  for  E.  B.  OLM¬ 
STED  AND  NEIL  B.  OLMSTED,  doing 
business  as  OLMSTED  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  COMPANY.  Post  Office  Box  148, 
Mount  Vernon,  Wash.,  for  temporary 
authority  to  lease  the  operating  rights 
of  HOME  TRANSFER  k  STORAGE  CO.. 
1906  Southeast  10th  Avenue.  Portland, 
Oreg.,  under  section  210a (b).  By  order 
of  the  Commission,  Division  3,  dated 
August  21,  1963,  the  transfer  to  E.  B. 
OLMSTED  AND  NEIL  B.  OLMSTED, 
doing  business  as  OLMSTED  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  COMPANY,  of  the  oper¬ 
ating  rights  of  HOME  TRANSFER  b 
STORAGE  CO.,  was  approved.  Peti¬ 
tions  were  filed  and  the  effective  date  of 
said  order  was  stayed. 

[sxALl  Haxold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretdry. 

^(FA.  Doc.  64-8174;  FUed.  Aug.  12.  1964; 

8:48  ajn.) 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS 
FOR  RELIEF 

August  10, 1964. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  1.40  of  the  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within 
15  days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Fbokxal  Rkgistxr. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  39181:  Starch  or  dextrine  to 
points  in  South  Carolina.  Filed  by  O.  W. 
South.  Jr.,  agent  (No.  A4549) .  for  inter¬ 
ested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  starch  or 
dextrine,  in  carloads,  from  East  St.  Louis, 
HI.,  and  St.  Louis.  Mo.,  to  Chester,  Elliott 
(Chester  County)  and  Lancaster,  S.C. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff:  Supplement  183  to  Southern 
Freight  Association,  agent,  tariff  I.C.C. 
8-116. 

FSA  No.  39182:  Liquid,  caustic  soda  to 
Enka  and  Pisgah  Forest,  N.C.  Filed  by 
Traffic  Executive  Association-Eastern 
Railroads,  agent  (EJL  No.  2733),  for 
Interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  liquid 


caustic  soda,  in  tank  carloads,  from 
points  in  Michigan  and  New  Yoi^  to 
Enka  axMl  Pisgah  Forest.  N.C. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Maricet  competi- 
tkm. 

Tariffs:  Supplements  137  and  61  to 
Traffic  Executive  Assodation-Eastem 
Railroads,  agent,  tariffs  LC.C.  C-102  and 
C-334,  respectively. 

By  the  Commission. 

'  [sxAL]  HiOioLD  D.  McCoy. 

Secretary. 

[FA.  Doe.  64-8167;  Filed,  Aug.  12.  1964; 
8:47  ajn.] 


[Notice  667] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  APPLICATIONS  AND 
CERTAIN  OTHER  PROCEEDINGS 
August  11, 1964. 

The  following  publications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  general  rules  ot  practice 
including  special  rules  (49  CFR  1.241) 
governing  notice  of  filing  of  applica¬ 
tions  by  motor  carriers  of  property  or 
passengers  or  brokers  under  sections  206, 
209,  and  211  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  and  certain  other  proceedings  with 
respect  thereto. 

AH  hearings  and  prehearing  confer¬ 
ences  will  be  called  at  9:30  a.m..  United 
States  standard  time,  or  9:30  ajn..  local 
daylight  saving  time,  if  that  time  is  Ob¬ 
served  unless  otherwise  specified. 

Applications  Assignrd  por  Oral  Hiax- 
ING  OR  Prxhearing  Conferkncx 

MOTOR  carriers  OF  PROPERTY 

Applications  Under  Sections  5  and 
'  210a(b) 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  special  rules  governing  notice 
of  filing  of  applications  by  motor  carriers 
of  property  or  passengers  undbr  sections 
5(a)  and  210a(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  and  certain  other  proceedings 
with  respect  thereto  (49  CFR  1.240). 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC-F-8841.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  EAGLE  MOTOR  LINES, 
INC.,  830  North  33d  Street.  Birmingham, 
Ala.,  of  the  <H>erating  rights  and  prop¬ 
erty  of  WALTER  PnrS,  301  South 
Fifth  Street.  West  Men4)his.  Ark.,  and 
for  acquisition  by  F.  W.  EDWARDS  and 
O.  M.  COOK.  SR.,  both  of  830  North 
33d  Street.  Birmingham,  Ala.,  of  con¬ 
trol  of  such  rights  and  property  through 
the  purchase.  Applicants’  attorneys: 
Donald  L.  Morris.  937  Bank  for  Savins 
Building,  Birmingham.  Ala.,  and  Ernest 
A.  Brooks,  n,  Ambass^or  Building,  St. 
Louis,  Mo.  Operating  rights  sought  to 
be  transferred:  General  commodities, 
excepting,  among  others,  hous^old 
goods  and  commodities  in  bulk,  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
between  Texarkana.  Ark.,  and  Texar¬ 
kana,  Tex.,  and  points  in  Arkansas  and 
Texas  within  five  miles  of  Texarkana, 
Ark.,  and  Texarkana,  Tex.;  machinery, 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies,  used 
in,  or  in  connecticm  with,  the  discovery, 
development,  production,  refining,  man¬ 
ufacture,  processing,  storage,  transmis¬ 


sion.  and  distribution  ol  natural  gas  and 
petroleum  and  their  mroducts  and  by¬ 
products.  and  machinery,  materials,  sup¬ 
plies,  and  equipment,  incidental  to  or 
used  in  the  oonstructicm.  development. 
(H>eration,  and  maintenance  of  facilities 
for  the  discovery,  mining,  and  milling  of 
lead,  zinc,  iron,  coal,  and  other  minerals, 
and  commodities  the  transportation  of 
which  by  reason  of  their  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equ^ment  or 
special  handling,  between  points  in  Jas¬ 
per,  Lawrence,  Newton,  Barry,  and 
Barton  Counties,  Mo.,  those  in  Chero¬ 
kee,  Crawford.  Labette,  and  Montgom¬ 
ery  Counties.  Kans.,  and  those  in  Ottawa 
County.  Okla.,  between  points  in  above- 
specified  counties  in  Missouri,  Kansas, 
and  Oklahoma,  on  the  one  hand.  and. 
on  the  other,  points  in  Missouri,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Kansas,  and  Oklahoma  within  300 
miles  of  Jc^lin,  Mo.,  including.  Joplin. 
Stuttgart.  Ark.,  and  points  in  Arkansas 
within  40  miles  of  Stuttgart.  Dubuque, 
Iowa,  and  points  in  Iowa  and  Wisconsin, 
within  150  miles  of  Dubuque  and  an 
points  in  Illinois;  . 

Machinery,  contractors’  equipment, 
other  than  oil  field  equipment,  struc¬ 
tural  steel,  and  iron  or  steel  pipe  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment,  between  points  in 
Missouri  and  Tennessee;  asphalt,  in  bar¬ 
rels,  between  Stroud.  Okla.,  and  points 
in  Carter  County,  Okla.,  on  the  one  hand 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Kansas;  con¬ 
crete  pipe,  between  Oklahoma.  City. 
Okla.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Kansas;  reinforcing  and 
structural  steel,  between  Sand  Springs, 
Okla.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Kansas;  binder  twine, 
between  McAlester  and  Oklahoma  City. 
Okla.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Kansas;  road  and  con- 
tractors’  equipment  and  machinery,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Kansas  and  Oklahoma; 
commodities  (except  pipe,  pipeline  mate¬ 
rial,  machinery,  equipment,  and  sup¬ 
plies.  incidental  to  and  used  in  connec¬ 
tion  With  the  construction,  dismantling 
and  repair  of  pipelines),  the  transpor- 
tati(xi  of  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment,  be¬ 
tween  Sikeston.  Mo.,  and  points  within 
50  miles  of  Sikeston,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Kentucky, 
and  Arkansas,  between  points  in 
Arkansas,  on  the  one  h^d,  and,  on  the 
other.  p<^ts  in  Tennessee;  machinery, 
from  Chicago  and  Peoria.  HI.,  to  those 
points  in  Kentucky  and  Tennessee  on 
and  north  of  UB.  Highway  70,  and  on 
and  west  of  the  Tennessee  River;  com¬ 
modities,  the  transportation  of  which,  by 
reason  of  size  or  weight,  requires  the  use 
of  special  equipment  (except  machinery, 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies,  used 
in  or  in  connection  with  the  construc- 
tiwi,  operatim,  repair,  servicing,  main¬ 
tenance,  and  dismantling  of  pipelines), 
between  points  in  Hlinois,  and  Missouri 
within  40  miles  of  Sikeston,  Mo. 

RESTRICHTION:  The  authority  au¬ 
thorized  herein  may  not  be  Joined,  di¬ 
rectly  or  indirectly,  with  authority  other¬ 
wise  held  by  carrier;  road  and  bridge 
building  machinery  and  materials,  be¬ 
tween  Warren,  Ark.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  In  Louisiana, 
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Ifississippi.  Missouri,  Oklahoma.  Ten¬ 
nessee,  and  Texas;  tile  and  clay  prod- 
ucts.  from  Texarkana,  Tex.,  to  points  in 
Arkansas  within  150  miles  of  Texarkana; 
cresoted  lumber,  timber,  and  poles,  from 
Texarkana,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
within  125  miles  of  Texarkana;  farm 
machinery,  from  Texarkana,  Tex.,  to 
points  in  Arkansas  within  100  miles  of 
Taxarkana;  livestock,  feedstuff s,  and 
grain,  between  ranches  and  farms  in 
Bowie  and  Cass  Counties,  Tex.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  ranches 
and  farms  in  Arkansas  within  100  miles 
of  Texarkana,  Tex.;  lumber,  timber,  and 


poles,  imtreated,  between  Texarkana, 
Tex.,  and  points  in  Arkansas  within  75 
miles  of  Texarkana;  oil  field  equipment, 
and  supplies,  between  points  in  Arkansas 
within  150  miles  of  Texarkana,  Tex.,  and 
those  in  Texas  within  200  miles  of  Texar¬ 
kana,  Tex.,  including  Texarkana;  and 
mining,  excavating,  construction  and 
road  building,  contractors’  machinery, 
equipment  and  supplies,  which  by  reason 
of  size  or  weight  require  special  equip¬ 
ment,  between  points  in  that  part  of 
Illinois  on  and  south  of  Illinois  Highway 
15,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Indiana,  Kentucky,  and  Mis¬ 


souri.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier  in  Georgia,  Missis¬ 
sippi.  Tennessee.  Alabama.  Florida,  Lou¬ 
isiana,  Texas,  Virginia,  Arkansas,  South 
Carolina.  North  Carolina,  Iowa,  Kansas. 
Missouri,  Illinois.  Michigan,  Ohio,  Wis¬ 
consin.  Kentucky,  and  Indiana.  Appli¬ 
cation  has  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  section  210a (b). 

By  the  Ccmunission. 

[SEAL]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary, 

IP.R.  Doc.  64-8219;  Piled,  Aug.  12.  1964; 
8:50  aju.] 
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